oa bio ako "F [0 E vis S; 


OWE [ : % "5 SA TY 78 
" : : 2 * 
Ft 
| ( 
| bi 
| i 
| f ' ' 
| 
i Wy! 
' . FF 
' T8 
8 


Committed wth ks 2 


a Prone of is Le: i 
FLEE T's Irenicam, his Diſourſes of b | 

> wage Idolatry, and other i 
Writings; againſt his late Sermon, [ | 
Entituled, THE " 


Miſchief of Separation. 


BY 


The Author of the Chriſtian Te emper, 


In a Letter to a Friend. 


LONDON, sf 
Printed by F. D. and are to be fold by Sammel Richards, 
Bookſeller in Nottingham, I Fa 3 ©. 


"An Epiſtle ro the Reader, : 
| | ByaFriend of the Author's, 


EB He Reverend Author it one of that Chriſtian Temper, that 
I he does not in the leaſt deſign in theſe Sheets to blemiſh the 


infer from. bis own Writings, an honeft Defence of the 
# Nonconformiſts Praftice, and their juſt diſcharge from the 
Imputation of Schiſm. 

_ Poſſibly, ſome may judg the Nonconformiſts diſingenuous, 
inretorting the DoCor's Trenicum pon himſelf,which be is willing (confider- 
ing his preſent Circumſtances ) ſhould beſtifled, and not brought into Fudgment 
againſt him : Tet thoſe that truly Iove and honour him, have that Charity tobe- 
lieve that prefermenf has not extinguiſhed thWCatholick Spirit of bis which 
a)pears in that excellent Book, at leaſt they hope he will not when he comes to 
die, repent that he did once offer ſuch excellent Weapon-Salve, which if it 
bad been applied, our Churches Wounds would have been in a great meaſure 
healed. But to manyit is apparent that the Doftor does ſtill retain the ſame 
Sentiments; for be has ſaid that in other Treatiſes, which i a ſufficient Plea 
for the Diffenters, T ſhall only cite two or three Paſſages, out of his Trea- 
ziſe of the Idolatry of the Church of Rome, which was publiſhed ſince be 
came from Sutton to a higher Station in the Church, ( which Paſſages ſome 
jadpe to be a. ſufficient Anſwer to his Sermon of May 3.) viz. 

Pag., 7. (Edit. 1.) Weare ſure that wilful Ignorance, or chooſing a 
worle Church before a better, is a damnable Sin, and, unrepented of, 
deſtroys. Salvation. ul | 

P, 8.: AChriſtian as a Chriſtian is bound to chooſe the Communion 
of the pureſt Church, and not to leave that for a corrupt one, though 
called never ſo Catholick. And in Pag. 43. The Papiſt in reply to the 
Door ſays,” Tagree ſo far with him, that every Chriſtian is bound to 
choofe the Communion of the pureſt Church. 

And not only the-Doftor, bitt ſeveral other eminent Men of the Church of 
England, have in their Writings ſaid enorigh to excuſe the Nonconformiſts, 
and to infer the great Miſchicfs of Impolition, I ſhall only inſtance in two 
or three Paſſages ont of Biſhop Taylot's Caſes of Conſcience, *tis well 
own what reverence that Author®s Books are in at tÞis time, even with thoſe 
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| 'To the Reader. 
that. are moſt zealous for the Rites and Ceromonies of the Church of England, 
Rule 3. Pag- 222. (fitſt Edit.) peaking of the' commanding Power of 
the Church, he ſays, This is to be added, that becauſe this power is ſuch 
—— it.is only left to'the People:to doyit or not, 2under painof Sin, but - 
they ate not to incur ſpiritual Cenſures upon the ſtock of non-compli- 
ance in things not ſimply neceſſary, or of eſſential Duty ——Page 3or. 
Eccleſiaſtical Laws muſt be impoſed ſo as to leave our Liberty 
unharmed. . . SPA | "Ce ox ea eggs 
Pag. 303. Ecclefiaſtical Laws are made relative to timEand'place,to 
Perſons and Occaſions, ſubje& to all changes,fitted for uſe and the ad- 
vantage of the Churches, *miniſtring to Editication, and complying 
with Charity. Whatſoever Eccleliaſtical Law hath not theſe Condi- 
tions, the Churches ought no to receive,becauſc they are Impediments, 
not Advantages to the Service of God : if they be thus qualified; no 
good Man will refuſe them 3 if they be not, they are the Laws of Ty- 
rants, not of Spiritual Fathers, | 
 Pag. 310. Laws of burthen are always againſt Charity, . 

P. 314. Ceremonies oblige no longer than they miniſter to the end 

of Charity. | 
Ryle 20. Pag. 323. Eccleſiaſtical Laws muſt ever promote the Ser- 
vice of God.and the good of Souls, but muſt never put a ſnareor ſtum- 
bling-block to Conſciences—.The Authority which the Lord hath gi- 
ven is for Edification, and not for Deſtruction, 2 Cor. 10.8. & 13.10, 
Pag. 325. ——Tho ſignificant Ceremonies can be for editication to 
the Church.in ſome Degree, and 1n ſome Perſons, yet it's to be confi- 
dered whether the introducing of ſuch things, doth not deftroy the 
Church, not only in her Chriſtian Liberty, but in the Simplicity, and 
Purity, and Spirituality of her Religion, by inſen{ible changing it into 

Ceremonial and External Service. — Cs 
Thid, —— A ſymbolical Rite of humane Invention, to ſignify what 
it does not cffe&;, and then introduced into the ſolemn Service of God, 
is ſo like thoſe vain Imaginations and Repreſentations forbidden in the 
ſecond Commandment, that the very ſuſpicion is more againſt Edih- 
cation, than their uſe can pretend to.—— With many more Paſſages of 
of the like Nature, which the reverend Mr. Baxter hath gathered together out 
of the ſaid Biſhop Taylor's Caſes of Conſcience, in his ſecond part of tht 
Nonconformiſts Plea, from pag, 89. to pag. 107. 


The Reader is deſired to excuſe the Errata, the Author being fat 
from the Preſs. 


fr): 
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QUERIES: 


Query I, 


T3; F7] Hether this Sermon of the Doftor"s be more likely to con- 
SAN Le 
SES. 


| vince, or bis firſt Writings to confirm Diſſenters * And 
Tg whether he be more unintereſted now ( See his ſeveral 
Conferences, pag. 147.) or leſs fallible ? Or whether 
WD is Readers ( that weighing the Reaſon of his former Hy- 
=o potbeſis, were drawn to be much of his Mind ) muſt now 
| 7h change their Judgments without his giving better Reaſon 
to the contrary, that is, without confuting a conſiderable part of his Ireni- 
cum-3 only 4pon his declaring, that his Opinion concerning jthoſe Matters is 
now changed, or ſaying Older and Wiſer, that he hath ſince conſidered 
things better, or that he now ſees further, and would not yeild fo 
far as before ( being ſet on higher Ground? ) See ſeveral Confe- 
rences, Page 148. ; | 


II. (Upon the Fpilile, beginning of the ſecond Page) Whether a 
laſting Union be impoſſible to be attained, without ſubmiſſion to the preſent 


at etabliſh'd Rule ? Or wh-ther it were not more poſſible and eaſy to be attained 
d, by a Rule of mutual Forbearance ? 

he 2 5 ; 

f1- Hl. Whether a Man of Peace (as the Doftor no doubt would be ac- 


of counted ) that (I ſuppoſe ) would not pretend exemption from that great 
out Duty of ſtudying the things that make for Peace and Unity, and that 
prayeth (as, Serm. pag. 3.) *f God deliver us from ſuch cruel ways of 
** Peace," and ſuch deſtructive means of Unity (as the Roman Church. 
uſeth ) maynot upon ſecond, and ſerious Thougths find out another way to 
Peace and Union among u, Vir. That peaceuble Diſſenters (C agreeing 


with the Church of England in all things neceſſary ) be tolerated (though 
B 


they . 
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(2): 

#h:y cannot in all things comply with the late eſtabliſh'd Rule? ) Which if 
it could once be obtained of Rulers, Conformiſts thin would not have that 
occaſion or encouragement to fly out againſt their Brethren as $ eparatiſts, and 
Schiſmeticks ; as onthe other hand Non-Conformiſts might not have the like 
occaſion to entertain hard Thoughts of them again, as heir Accuſers, and 
ſu:h as would in(tigate Rulers, Magiſtrates, and others to a further ſevere 
proſecution of them ? 


IV. If none were tolerated in the Miniſtry, or in Communion with the 
Church, but thoſe whoſe faults were no greater than the Non-Conformity of 
ſober Diſſenters, whether we ſhould not have wery few Miniſters left in Enge 
land, and very thin Congregations ? Or whether indeed a total extirpation 
of the Miniſtry, and nutt.r diſſolution of the Church would not follow 
on it ? 


V. Whether the Ap ſte requiring alf to walk, by the fame Rule, in- 
tended any other Rule, than what was given to the Church in the A4- 
poſtles time * Whether it be not the ſame Rule, which. all that bad then 
attained to the Knowledg, Belief and Profeſſion of Chriſtianity, were then 
obliged to walk by, and all Chriſtians ever ſince * And whether the Chriſti- 
an Church in the Apoſtles times had any ſuch Rule, as that to which: the 
Dottor would have us all conform ? And if Men will look in the preſent 
eftabliſh'd Rule, as conſequently binding, when eſtabliſhed, whether they 
muſt not ſuppoſe Men now to have Authority ſo far equal with the Apoſtles ? 
And that all other Chriſtians (at leaft, that hear of the Rule eſtabliſhed in 
England) fin againſt that Apoſtolical Precept, Phil. 3. 16. that comply not 
with England's eſtabliſh'd Rule ? Or elſe muſt they not ſay, that with the 
Apoſtle, that is fill the ſame Rule, which is one thing here in the Church of 
E»gland, and which is another quite different in other Charches, as in the 
Churches of France, Holland, &c. 


VI. Whether it be ſinful ſtparation for ſuch Miniſters and Chriſtians as 
conform not band over head to any publickly eſtabliſhed Rule, to aſſemble for 
tbe Worſhip ef God * Whether muſt we not worſhip God, but only accor- 
ding ta ſuch Rules as our Gov-rnors pleaſe to eſtabliſh * If we are 
not ever bound: to conform to the Rules ſuch may eſtabliſh, or to negled 
God's publick Worſhip, What Limits are to be ſet here? And how 
may we be put out of dunuht, that we are ſo bound to the preſent 
Rule eſtabliſhed ? AVE 


VII. Ioher 


(-J--} 


lawfully tolerate ſuch ? And whether it would not be very ſinful for ſuck 


Diſſenters either wholly to omit worſhipping God publickly, or to worſhip God 


'| ( againſt their Judgment and Conſciences) according to the eſtabliſhed 
Rele ? | | 


VIII. IF © The preſerving the Peace of the Church, and preventing 
* Separation, was the great Meaſure the Apoſtle went by, ( as the Dofior 
ſays, Serm. pag. 15.) Whether this ſhould not alſo be a meaſure to other 
Church-Governors, and thoſe Church-Guides that pretend to follow the 
Apoſtles Example ® And whether ſuch us are for enforcing things unne- 
ceſſary, and donbiful at leaft, if not finful, which they cannot but know 
will fadly diſturb, and greatly divide the Church, whether (T ſay) ſuch 
berein keep to the Apoſtles Rale and Meaſure 2 


Ix. When many highly conformable Preachers with many of their 
Hearers fall far ſhort of ſober Non-Conformiſts, as not being ſo much 
conformed to the Scripture Rule in their Dofirine and Faith, Worſhip, 
Life and Praitice, why may not theſe be taken to belong to the Church, as 
welt as the: former, wnleſs greater ſtreſs be laid on Conformity to Man's 
Rule, than on Conformity to God's Ratle ? 


X. When thoſe many hundreds of Non-Conformiſts were lawful Miniſters 
and publick, Preachers before they were put out by the eſtabliſhed Rule, and 
had ſ5 continued, had it not *been for ſuch a Rule eftabliſhed, not- 
withſtanding their Judgment was the ſame it s 3 Whether may it not 
ſeem a little ftrange, that they ſhowld ceaſe to be Miniſters, or quite 
forfeit their Miniſterial Liberty, meerly for Non Conformity to ſuch an 
ftabliſhed Rule, when they had a valid Call unto, and could perform 
all Afr of their Miniſterial Fun&ion without it, and when it might be 
more queſtioned, Whether indeed they deſerved to have their Liberty con- 
tuned, if they bad conformed to ſuch a Rule, as whether th:y did 
nt Conform, meerly to keep in their Places againſt their Fudgments ? 
and bow little Hope was there, that ſuch would be faithful to God, 
and the Souls of Men in the Miniſtry, that cared not to be ſo un- 
Jaithfal to their own Souls, aGting againſt their Conſciences ® If they 

2 


forfeit 


VII. Wbetber it can ever be proved finful for Rulers to ſuffer Minijlers 
and Chriſtians to worſhip God, that would worſhip him as near as they 
can according to Scripture Rule, if they cannot be ſatisfyed they ſhon!d do j3 
complying with the preſent eſtabliſh'd Rule ? Or whether Rulers might not 
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(4) 
forfeit not their Liberty by their ſimple Judgment in thoſe Points, but 


that indeed ſuch Miniſters might | very well be at leaſt allowed, and 
tolerated in any Church of Chriſt, Whether would they be more un- 
worthy in not praftifing contrary, or #n pradiſing contrary to their 
Fudgments ? | | Is 


XI. Whether there be any true Church ( organized ) of Apoſtolical 
Inſtitution, that hath not the juſt Right and Power to . govern and 
reform it ſelf * And whether the Dodor will aſſert this Right and 
Power in all our Parochial Congregations ? If not, how will he prove, 
that to ſeparate from a -Parochial Congregation is to ſeparate from a 
true Church? If yea, then what will become of bis eſtabliſhed Rule, 
which be would have all conform unto ? Pet 


XII. Whether ſuch as would have all. debarred of the ordinary means of 
Salvation, that cannot enjoy them at their Pariſh-Church, or that cannot ſa- 
zisfy themſelves that Communion there at preſent is lawful ( though we ſhonld 
ſuppoſe theſe laſt in an error ) Whether ſuch '(T ſay) 'manifeft any great 
Charity towards the Souls of theſe their poor Brethren, or care what becomes 
of them ? Whether they are not yet to learn what that meaneth, 1 will have 
Mercy, and not Sacrifice ?. And if the preaching of the Goſpel be ordinarily 
neceſſary to the working of Faith, to Mens Converſion and. Salvation, and if 
Conformity to the eſtabliſhed Rule ( ſuppoſing it lawful, yet:) is not ſo neceſ- 
ſary. Whether it be right inthe fight of God,” and pleafing to him, and whe- 
ther the Souls of others debarred from the means of Salvation have reaſon to 
thank them forit, that they are againſt any Miniſters preaching the Goſpel, 
that cannot conform tothe eſtabliſhed Rule ? $0, whether they that would have 
Myltitudes untaught,and God's Worſhip by many neglecied,and Lords Days 
greatly profaned, rather than any but Conformiſts ſhould be employed in Mini- 
frerial work,, Whether they do not ſadly croſs and thwart, and make void tv: 
Scripture-Rule, to ſet up and keep up their Church-Rule e 
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Now return you Dr, Stil/ingfleet's Sermon, which 
the other Week you would needs thrutt into my 
Wl Hand, defiring me to peruſe, and give you my Notes 
Y- upon it. . To the latter of your Deſires (though I 
Wi then promiſed nothing) upon the reading. of the 
Sermon, I ſoon inclined 3 in part to ſatisfy: your De- 
fire, and in part to ſatisfy my own Mind. You can- 
not but look for many Imperte&ions in ſuch an haſty Birth. As (it 
may be) ſome parts wanting, ſome redundant, ſome mifplaced. But 
not having further leiſure at preſent, you will take it as it-is, and co- 
ver its Defeats with a candid Interpretation.. I hope you know me 
ſo well, as to be perſwaded, that though I may err, I would neither 
be Heretick nor Schiſmatick. 


Epiſt..Dedic, The Dodtor ſays, His only deſign was to prevent any oc- 
cafion of the Perſecution of Diſſenters, by finding out a certain Foundation 
for a lafting Union among our ſelves. 


Anſw, They that deſign ſuch a thing, ſhould plead for, and 
> 8 endeavour (in their places) -the . taking off of thoſe Impoſiti- 
F ons, which. are the known | Cauſe of our Diviſions, and have 
made ſo many. Diſſenters. As. he ſays, Irenic, pag. 121, © Were 
f *we ſo happy but .to: take off things granted unneceflary by all, 
1s * and ſuſpected by . many,. and judged unlawtul by ſome; and 


*to make nothing the: bounds of our Communion, but what 
* Chriſt hath done, viz..one Faith, one Baptiſm, @c. allowing a Li- 
* berty for matters of indifferency, and bearing with the Weakneſs of 
* thoſe who cannot bear things which others account lawful, we might 
* indeed be reſtored toa true primitive Lulire far ſooner than by tur- 
* biſhing up ſome antiquated Ceremonies, which can derive their Pe- 
*digree no higher, than from ſome ancient Culiom and Tradition. 
*God will one day convince Men, that the Union of the Church lies 
* more in the Unity of Faith and Aﬀection, than in Uniformity of 
* doubtful Rites and Ceremonies. *(How like Mr. Corviz of Church- 

: Unity, 


R, 


(6) 

Unity, 4g. 30.) © The Bond of Church-Communion ſhould be ſome- 
| © thing common to.ſirong and weak Chriſtians, &c. . (ibid. pag. 122.) 

- But not a Word of this found here in all the Sermon. | 
2. Though we holkl Communion with them, as far as we can, yet 
. if we come not up fully to their eſtabliſhed Rule, (as, it we are not fa- 
1 |  tisfyed to receive the Sacrament kneeling, to bring Children to be 
SP Croſſed, as well as Baptized, &c.) weareftill liable to be proſecuted 
| -In their Courts, and troubled. That unleſs the DoQtor hoped by this 
Sermon to win Diſlenters to a full Conformity, his Deliyn was not 

| | likely to have ſucceſs. 
| Ibid. But, if after themſelves are pleaſed with Condeſcenſions to their own 
Minds. any think it fit that others ſhould be tyed np, notwithſtanding their 
diſſatisfaGtion, the World will judge it too great partiality in them. 

Anſc They would not preſcribe Terms to others ; but think, that 
| - none ſhould preſcribe other Terms of Communion, than Chriſt hath 
| - made neceſſary by his Laws 3 and that all Chriſtians ſhould look upon 
| . themſelves as obliged to ſuch Terms. Preface to Iren. p. 8,9. ©It would 
- © be firange the Church ſhould require more than Chriſt himſelf did; 

©and make other Conditions of herCommunion, than our Saviour 
*did of Diſciple-ſhip, &c. 

Pag. 2. Although our differences are ſuch as the wiſer Proteſtants abroad, 

- not only condemn, but wonder at them + yet it hath hitherto puzzled the wiſeſt 
Perſons among us to find out ways to compoſe them. 

| Anſc 1. It we are condemned by others abroad, we may thank our 

we || | Friends at home, who have miſrepreſented us to the World 3 while 

iy | ' we have not been allowed to plead for our ſelves. 
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2. Yetpoſlibly fome Proteſtant Churches abroad may wonder, that 
 ſa:h Propoſals as have been made for an Accomodation, ſhould be 
Sl rejected. See Petition: for Peace, pag. 9. $. 10, The French Churches 
"i p (if they be of the ſame temper, as the Doctor deſcribes them, Hrenic. 


| P- 122.) muſt needs wonder more at them, than at us. And fo would 

Y | _ Our Reformers, that compoſed the Liturgy, it they were alive. As 
WA | he telleth us (zbid.) © Certainly thoſe holy Men, who did (eek by any 
1h | * means to draw in others, at ſuch a diſtance from their Principles as 


Wi | * the Papiſts were, did never intend by what they did for that cnd, to 
Wl | *exclude any truly tender Conſciences from their Communion. That 
\ 4.1 * which they laid as a Bait for them, was never intended by them as a 
* Hook for thoſe of their own Profcfhion. But the fame reaſon which 
V8 * at that time made them yeild fo far to them then, would: now have 
WP \perſwaded them to alter and lay aſide thoſe things which yeild mat- 
WEWAW © tcr 


= 7 
(ter of offence, - to any of the ſame Profeſſion with themelves 
© now. (Þ. 125.) 

3, The way to compoſe our Differences is not fo hard to find out. 
Zanchy thought himſelt wiſe enough, to give Counſel in fuch a Caſe. 
See his long Epilile to Queen Elizabeth, Epiſt, 1, 1. Col. 241, &c. The 
way was, Non propter veſtes totum corpus Eccleſie perdere, not to deſtroy 
the Body of the Charch for Garments fake, &c. Not to ditturb the 
Peace of the Church by urging indifferent things. Col. 245, Ita certe 
rebus adiaphoris urgendis, turbare pacem Eccleſie, & bonos cum impiis, aut 


etiam bonos inter ſeſe committere, uſque adeo iniquum eft, ut defendi nullo - 


mody poſſit, #t non immerito victorem Epiſcopum Romanum hoc nomine repre- 
benderit Iren#us,&c, Yea, the DoGtor when he recolle&s himſclf, knows 


the way exaAly to the compoling of our Differences. Firlt,, hehath 


found out the cauſe of our Differences and Diviſions. (And ſometimes 


when the Cauſe of a Diſeaſe is known, it is half cured.) See Preface. 


to his Irenicum p.9. © Without all Controverſy, the main In-let of all 


* the Diſtraftions, Confuſtons and Diviſions of the Chriſtian World, 


* hath been by adding other Conditions of Church-Communion than 


* Chriſt hath done» Now as to the perfe& cure thereof, : See Trenic. 


p- 122, © And therefore, were there that Spirit of mutual Condeſcen- 
* tion, which was moſt certainly in Eccleſia primo primitiva, as Gratian 
* ſomewhere - ſpeaks, in the firlt and truly Primitive Church in the 
* Apoliles times,our Breaches as to this thing too might ſoon be cloſed 
*up, and the Vote of-Schiſm be heard among us no more. So here 
he hath diſcovered to us the way to that, © Than which nothing ought 


* to be. more in our Wiſhes (as he ſays pag. tr. of his Serm.) © though 
nothing ſeems more remote fromour Hopes, even the Univerſal Peace . 


of the Chriſtian World. 


Pag. 3. All Parties pretend to a zeal for Peace, ſo they may have it in - 


their own way. 

But ſurely all that would ſhew themſelves: good Chriſtians, ought 
to ſeek it, and ſhould be content with it in Chriſt's way, . Which is 
excellently ſet forth by this Learned DoRtor, in the Preface to his 
Irenic, p, 8. * What Ground can there be, .why Chriſtians ſhould not 
"ſtand upon the ſame terms now, which they did in the time of Chritt 
*and his-Apoſtles ? —— What Charter hath Chriſt given the Church 
"to bind Men up to, more than himſelf. hath done? ,Or to exclude 
"thoſe from her Society who may be admitted-into Heaven ? Will 
"Chriſt ever thank Men at the great Day for — And p. 9. © Whether 
* do they conſult for the Churches Peace and Unity who ſuſpend it up- 
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(+8) | 
* on ſuch things (as indifferencies?) How: far - doth the Exampleof 
* our Saviour or his Apoſtles warrant ſuch rigorous Impoſitions? Now 


- 


ghts found out a better way, than 


bath the Door upon ſecond thou 
that which he there commends.? | 
-..2, Some indeed have made it appear, that zt es not Peace they aim at 
but Vifory, as the Doctor faith 3 yet I cannot ſee, that this is juſtly to 
be charged upon thoſe, who have been - willing to yeild fo far, who 
have made ſo fair Propoſals, and have earneſtly petitioned for Peace, 
that could bear with many things in the Conſtitution-of the Church, (as Ser, 
P. 47,48.) for Peace-ſake, which they cannot approve. What though 
{ome only pretend a Zeal for Peace, mult we ſay, There are no true 
Men in the World, becauſe there are fo many Apes that imitate them; 
or that there are no Jewels, becauſe there are ſo many Counterfeits ? 
As the Doctor, Orig. Sacr, Epiſt. Ded.p. 10. 

P. 4. And wemay juſtly hope for a greater Bleſſing of God upon us, when 


; we offer up our joint Prayers and Devotions, Oc. 


But (Irenic. p. 123.) It cannot but be looked upon as a Token of 
* God's ſevere diſpleaſure againſt us, if any, though unreaſonable Pro- 
© poſals of Peace between us and the Papiſts ſhould meet with ſuch en- 
© tertainment among many 3 and yet any fair offers of Union and Ac- 
; comodation among our (elves, be fo coldly embraced and enter- 
tained, 
P. 9. -Y/herein the Apoſite ſuppoſes — 1. The neceſſity of one fixed and 
certain Rule —— 

- But (Trenic. Preface p.g.) © We never read the Apoſtles making 
* Laws but of things ſuppoſed neceſſary. — Ag. 15. 28. It was not 
* enough with them that the things would be neceſſary when they had 
* required them, but they looked on an antecedent neccitity either 
* abſolute,or for the preſent State — There were after this great diver- 
< fities of Practice,and varietics of Obſervations, among Chriſtians, but 
* the Holy Ghoſt never thought thoſe things fit to be made matters of 
*Laws,.to which all Parties thould conform 3 Al that the Apolil:s 
* required as to theſe, was mutual Forbear-nce and Condeſcention to- 
© wards cach other in them. The Apoſiles valued not indifferencies 
<at all —And what reaſon is there why Men ſhould be o ſtrictly tycd 
* up to ſuch things, &c. From all which we may clearly infer, that 
the Rule ſpoken of | let us walk by the ſame Rule] cannot be a Rulc 
of unneceſſary Orders, Rites, and Ceremonies. 

P. 10. All the queſtion is, what the Apoſtle means by this Rule, whether 
only a Rule of Charity and mutual Forbearance, with a liberty of different 


pra- 
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praflice, &c. | 

Anſ. 1. That of Charity and mutual Forbearance is but part of that 
ſame Rule Chriſtians are to walk by: But a part it is certainly, And 
therefore, 

2. Without queſtion, the Apoſile meaneth no ſuch Rules, or Canons 
Eccleſiaſtical, as are contrary to the Rule of Charity and mutual For- 
bearance, with a Liberty of PraQtice different in ſome things. 

3. This Rule for Uniformity of Practice is the Scripture Rule. This 
is the Rule to which Chriſtians muſt conform. Ard as for other things, 
we have the Doctor's Word for it, (in that place laſt cited) © The A- 
* poltles valued not indifferencies at all —— And what reaſon is there 
* why Men ſhould be fo ſtritly tyed up to ſuch things, which they may 
* do,or let alone, and yet be very good Chriſtians ſtill ? So that unleſs 
the Doctor's Mind bechanged, he cannot ſay, the Apoſtle meaneth 3 
Rule limiting and determining the pradice of ſuch things. 

P. 11, By what follows, the Door ſeems to underſtand ſome Di- 
reEtions and Rules of- Government and Order, given them at Philipps, 
when aChurch was firſi formed among them. Which is a private In- 
terpretation, but fittelt for the Doctor's purpoſe. And yet it will fall 
ſhort too of proving it Mens Duty to walk by the Rule (et upby a 
Church, till it be proved that ſuch a Church's Rule is conſonant and 


agreeable to the Apoſile's Rule. But I cannot meet with any Man of 


Note, giving ſuch a Senſe of the Word | Rale] here, as the Doctor 
would put upon it. That Perſon, who he ſays (p. 28.) is of great 
and deſerved reputation among us, underſtands it of the Doctrine and 
Rule of Faith before laid down. (V:4. Calv. in Phil. 3. v, 15, 16. )—Sed 
ante poſuit dofirinam in qua conſentire, & Regulam ad quam ſe formare de- 
beant, And Zancby, eſt Canon fidei, & delefionis, (fo the Rule of Cha- 
rity, and mutual Forbearance comes in) viteque Chriſtiane ad preſcrip- 
tam formam in ſacris liters, conformande, And Grotins, Regulam hic in- 
telligit a Chriſto & Apoſtolis ejus preſcriptam. Here he underſiands the 
Rule preſcribed of Chrilt and his Apoſtles. Theodoret, (who was long 
before them) Regulam autem appellavit Evangelicam predicationem, And 
{o Chemnitius ( Exam. Conc. Trid, par. 1. pag. 33. b.) Qui antem eſt ille 
Canon Where he puts the Doctor's Queſtion, what is that Rule? And 
anſwers, Sine omni dubitatione illa dofirina, &c, without all doubt (or 
Controverſy) that Doctrine, which the Apolile, being prefent,deliver- 
cd to them viva voce, Even as the DoQor ſays, © When the Apofile 
* mentions a Rule, without declaring what it was, we have reaſon to 
* believe, it was ſuch a Rule which they very well knew, which he 


praftice or ſuch a Rule which limits and determines the manner of 


* had given to them before. C l 


(-10 ) dt 
1 only add, (which is more perhaps than the Door would haye,) 
Yea, and we all know, or may know, what Rule that was, the Apo-. 
ſile plainly affirming, v. 1. that he wrote T* «vr the ſame things, 
As Chemnitizs further adds, Dis igitar fit Canon Pauli, habemis in ipfing 
ſeriptis, idque ipſins teſtimonio : dicit enim ſe Tot UT ſcribere, What there- 
fore is the Apoſtle ParPs Rule, we have in his Writings, and that by 
his own Teſtimony 3 for he ſays, that he did write the very fame things 
(he preached.) I ſhall take notice but of one more, - ſcil, the learned 
and pious Biſhop Reynolds, (Serm. on Phil, 3, 15, 16.10 his Works, laft 
Edit. p. 932.) Who ſpeaks both like a learned Critick, and a ſound 
Divine, thus, T& «vT@ 51x! xovov, to walk by the fame Rule. 
There feemeth to be a double metaphorical Alluſion in the Original 
Words: The one toa Military March, wherein a Souldier kceps his 
proper Rank and Station, obeying the Order and Rule which his Com- 
mander gives, The other to an Agoniſtical or Athletical Rule, wherc- 
in was drawn a White Line, by which the running of the Horſes was 
to be guided,as the learned Civilian, Perrus Faber,in the ſecond Book of 
his Agonifticon, hath obſerved, c. 7. This Line or Rule in our Chriſti- 
an Race is the Word of God. the Rule of Faith, Love, and a Chritti- 
an Life (juſt as Zanchy before cited) called walking in the Spirit, Ga), 
5. 16, Walking according to Rule, Gal.6, 16, Thus he. AndThope 
his Biſhoprick did not alter his Mind as to this Matter. Though how- 
foever Mcn change, ſure it is, God's Word,and Truth is ſtill the ſame. 
And ſurcly that Phraſe xav6vi 5v1&v, Where the ſame Words are uſed 
by the Apoſtle, Gal. 6. 16. aimeth at higher Matters than Conformi- 
ty to Church-Orders. 

It is to be conſidered, whether the DoCtor, arguing from this Text, 
doth any thing more than beg the queſtion. And thoſe whom hc 
m3inly oppolſeth, are for keeping to Scripture-Rule (here Thtended.Y) 
If thcy cannot come up to the Doctor's eftabliſhed Rule, it is becauſe to 
them it ſeems croſs to that ſame Rule all good Chrifiians deſire, and all 
ought to walk by. So ther this Text ſeems to be ill applicd to the 
Doctor's Purpoſe. Which indeed is a thing, I ſhould leaſt have cx- 
peed from him, finding him again and again blaming others, in his 
Diſcourſe of the power of Excommunication, for © hanging it upon 
© fome doubtful places of Scripture (p. 4.) imprudently fixing the O- 
© riginal of the Power on ſome ambiguous places of Scripture, which 
* may,and (it may be) ought to be taken in a different Sence, (p, 15.) 
Is it not as much amiſs in him, when the Apoſile is exhorting us to 
w alk by the ſame Scripture-Rule, the Rule of Faith, &ec. to draw it 
*©© a Conforming to Church Rules,as if this was the main thing eds 

cc 


(12 ) 
ded? Twrpe eft Diftori, &c. And methintiks it looks the more oddly, 
(to uſe his own Word, Serm. p. 38.) when he hath told the World over 
and over again, that the Apoliles and primo-primitive Chriſtians had no 
ſuch eſtabliſhed Rule, nor would the Apoſiles have eſtabliſbed ſuch a 
Rule,as he urgeth us from this Text to come up to, I wonder how hc 

can believe himſelf, or can hope to perfwade any, that will but a litle 

exerciſe their thinking Faculty, That the Apoſile can mean by the ſame 

Rule here, ſuch a Rule as was never eſtabliſhed by Chriſt and his Apo- 

ſtles, nor eyer would have been to this day, had they fill continued 

upon Earth, 

P. 11. The Apoſtles did not leave all Perſons to aft as they judged fit, but 
did make Rules determining their Praftice, and obliging them to Uniformit) 
therein, For might not Men pretend that theſe were not things in themſelues 
neceſſary, and might be ſerupled by ſome Perſons, and (p. 12.) therefore 
were not fit to be impoſed upon any £ But T do not find that the Apoſtles on this 
account did forbear giving Rwles in ſuch caſes, and to oblige Chriſtians to ob- 
ſerve them , and that not on the meer Authority of Apoſtles, but as Gover- 
nours off Charches, whoſe buſineſi it is to take care of the welfare and preſer- 
vation of them. 

Anſ. 1, Can the DoGtor ſay, the Apoſtles made Rules determining 
their pra&ice,and obliging them to Uniformity in unneceſſary and in- 
different things ? Surely, he hath told us the contrary (Preface to Jren, 
p-9.) They would lay no other burthen TAjv T1 emecyras TETHY, 
As 15.28, 29. The things there decreed were neceſſary either 71 ſe,or 
propter aliud, in themſelves, or by conſequence, in ſome other reſpect. 
Though not all of them neceſſary,ſemper & abique,perpetually and every 
- Where; yet at that time neceſſary, in regard of the preſent ſtate of 
things then. Either neceſſary to prevent their returning to the Sins 
of their Gentiliſm,or to prevent their giving offence to the Jews. Not 
meerly made neceſſary by the Decrce of that Council, but in ſome re-, 
lpe&sneceflary antecedently to that Decree, as the Doctor there ob- 
ſerves, And let it be remembred, what he ſays of other things, that 
The Holy Ghoſt never thought them fit to be made matters of Laws, to which 
all Parties ſhould conform. Then, can we believe the Apoliles would 
oblige Chriſtians to Uniformity in ſuch things ? | 

2, Muchleſs would they have impoſed things nnneceſſary,that were 
(crupled too. The DoGor ſhall never find that. They that would 
not the weak ſhould be offended by their own, or others practice (as 
Rom, 14. 13, 21. 1Cor. $.9, 13.) would not have burthened them 
with ſuch unneceſſary Rules, which they knew, cither they could not 


car, or mult cauſe them to offend. 
C 2 3. And 
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( 12 ) 
3. And it is plain, they had no ſuch power given them. They could 
notdo it lawfully. The Power and Authority given to the Apoſtles, was 
for Edification.,and not for Deſtruction, 2 Cor. 10,8, & 13.10.- Ad juvan- 
dum, non ad officiendum: ad utilitatem & commodum, non ad damnum Ec- 
cleſie, There is modus & certus finis hujus poteſtatis. And I hope, no Church- 
Governors (now in the World) have more Authority, than the Apo- 
files had, that they may go further in their Impoſitions. The Door 
ſays well of the Gove-nours of the Churches,that their buſineſs is to take care 
of the welfare and preſervation of them.And then,how making Rules about 
unneceſlary things, ſcrupled by many, obliging all to Uniformity there- . 
in, and thereby caufing rents and diviſions in the Society, I ſay, how 
this can be for the Weltare and Preſervation of it, I am not able to un- 
derſtand. The Door ſays, Irenic. p. 47. * The leaſt Peg ferued up 
© too high in the Church, ſoon cauſcth a great deal of Diſcord —and 
© quickly puts Mens Spirits out of tune, And when hetelleth us, p.5 3. 
© That in things wholly indifferent in both reſpects, that is, in a thing 
* neither commanded nor forbidden by God, nor that hath any appa- 
©rent reſpedt to the Peace and Order of the Church of God, there can 
© be (N.B.) no rational account given, why the nature of ſuch indiffe- 
© rencies ſhould be altered by anyhumane Laws and Conſtitutions. If 
yet hecan give us a rational account, why they may be impoſed, when 
they apparently tend to difſention, diſunion, and putting things out 
of order, I ſhall think he hath a Reach beyond the Moon, If the 
Church hath power to make ſuch Rules, it is more than he grants to 
the Magiſtrate, (ibid. p. 44, 45+) © The Magiſtrate hath the power of 
* determining things (undetermined by the Word) fo they be agree- 
* able tothe Word of God, This laſt Clauſe is that which binds (1 
© ſuppoſe it ſhould be bounds) the Magiſtrates Power, that it is not ab- 
© ſolutely ArchiteQonical, becauſe all his Laws muſt be regulated by 
* the general Rules of the Divine Law. Would the making of ſuch 
Rulcs be found agreeable to the Word of God ? What! when they 
apparently tend not to Peace, but to Breaches, and Diſſentions 3 not 
to Order. but to Confuſion * Would fach tend to Edification ? 
And further it may be conſidered, whether this would not be found 
contrary to ſome of the Doctor's own Rules, Tren.p. 63. © Secondly, 
© That nothing be required, nor determined, but what is ſufficiently 
-* known to be indifferent in its own nature. And p.64, © That no 

© San&ions be made, nor Mulas or Penalties be inflicted on ſuch who 
| © only difſent from the uſe of ſome things, whoſe lawfulnefs they at 
© preſent ſcruple, till ſufficient time and means be uſed for their infor- 
* ination of the nature and indifference of the things, &&c. Obln 


The things themſelves muſt be ſufficiently known to be indifferent. 
And no Judges ſo fit to decide this Controverſy, as © the ſenſe of the 


© primitive Church in the firſt four Centuries, with the Judgment of 


* the reformed Churches, p. 563. Or thoſe three Judges, p. 62. © The 
* Authority of the Scriptures, the Practice of the primitive Univerſal 
* Church, and the tendency of the things to reform mens lives. Now 
if ſuch care muſt be taken, ſuch means uſed to clear up the indifferency 
of things, 1t would ſeem to follow neceſſarily, they may not be impo- 
ſed, while they are {crupled,and are not by any of the aforcfaid means 
to be proved indifferent. 

P. 12, The wiſdom of Governours lies in preventing the danger of little 
things — 

And fo I think no leſs in diſpenſing with more minute things, when 
great evil and danger attends the firict impoſing of them. 

Ib.-- 4nd keeping the zeal of well-meaning Perſons within its due bounds. 

It would be known what are thoſe due bounds? Whether it is bettcr 
to reſtrain zealous well-meaning Perſons from worſhipping God at all 
together,unleſs they were fatisfied to conform to the particular by-Rulcs 
of Governours 3 or indeed to ſuffer them peaceably to worſhip the true 
God inOrdinances of his own appointment,though without tollowing 
the Governours accidental Rule and modeot worſhip? But more touch- 
ing that matter afterwards. 

P. 12. © Thoſe who are engaged b:low in the valley fighting in ſmall Par- 
ties, and purſuing their advantages,. do run into their Enemies Camp before 
they are aware, @c. Þ 

The Doctor knows this is but a popular Argument. Similes may 
illufirate a thing, but prove nothing. But why may not ſuch ſmall 
P:rties do ſome Service, as heartily and reſolvedly bending their little 
force againſt the common Enemy? And otherwiſe they are like to do 
none; while the main Body is'drawn up within ſuch Banksand Tren- 
ches, as rather ſerve to divide and.keep off many of its Friends, than 
todefend it from its Enemies. . *Tis 1n vain to talk of ſuch retreating 
into the Body of the Army,while ſuch Canons are planted againſtthem, 


- ſuch Rules as cut themoff, O that it was ſerioufly conſidered, whc- 


ther the (tri impoſing of thoſe things, which keep many at a diſtance, 
and hinder their joining with the Body of the Army (touſe the Do- 
Qor's terms)be indeed of as great conſequence, as. the Churches Peace, 


and the preſervation of Religion it (clt? Or whether it be wiſdom _ 


perdere ſubſtantiam propter accidentia ? And they who ſtand on the higher 
ground now, ſhould remember, .yea, often think of that day, when 


they ſhall be (et on level ground with others, and have theircauſe cried. | 


E_ by 
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" by the Rule of God's Word. -- Methinks thete' ſhould be no harm in 
wiſhing, that ſuch would have a tendet ſenſe, as to thedoing any thing 
that tends to exclude from the Miniſtry, and from Church-Commu- 
nion any whoſoever, that are not to be excluded by any Rule laid 
down in God's Word. 

P. 13. It were extreamly deſirable that all good and uſeful Mea ſhould 
enjoy as much ſatisfation as might be, —— 

Now thanks to the Doctor for this, if he do not unſay it again, —. 
But if it cannot be attained without running greater hazards of unſetling all, 
it 1s then to be conſidered, whether the general ſafety,or ſome Mens particalay 
ſatisfation bethe more defirable, 

Now if he thinks, that to indulge many good and uſeful Men as to 
ſome (mall matters (if they may be accounted {mall matters, that have 
occalioned fo great miſchiefsz; therefore I will ſay) things not com- 
manded by God, not neceſſary in themſelves, but many ways of very 
ill conſequence, being rigorouſly injoyned 3 things not pertaining to the 
neceffary order and decency required in God's Worſhip, (ſo as that the 
want thereof would render it diforderly and undecent) and things that 
would really burthen or wound the Conſciences of many good and 
uſeful Men 3 I ſay, if the Doctor thinks, that to condeſcend to ſuch 
Men in ſuch things as theſe, would be to run great hazards of unſet- 
ling all 3 then what he ſays before would ſeem to bea meer Comple- 
ment. And then @uantum mutatus ab illo ? Then he would make ſuch 

things neceſſary. Yet Trenic. p. 62, 63. He tells us what bounds muſt 
be ſet in the reſtraint of Chriſtian Liberty. And the firſt is, *That 
* nothing be impoſed as neceffary, but what 1s clearly revealed in the 
* Word of God. ——Laquers eft quicquid precipitnr ut neceſſarium quod li. 
berum eſſe dehet, And p. 64, Diſtinguiſhing betwixt things indifferent 
in their own nature, and indifferent as to their uſe and practice 3 
Thereupon he ſays thus, © Ard when the generality of thoſe who uſe 
* them; do not uſe them as indifferent, but asneceflary things,it ought 
© to be conſidered whether in this caſe ſuch a uſe be allowable,till Men 
© be bettcr informed of the things they do. Now if there be ſuch dan- 
gcr of unſetling all, ſuppoſing they ſhould be indulged as ro the uſe 
and practice of ſuch things, then it would ſeem they are made necel- 
ſary : but then for that reaſon, we may queſtion whether the uſe of 
. them be allowable, till we are better informed. If they be not made 
neccſſary, methinks good and ufeful Men might weigh againſt things 

indifferent, or unneceſlary, or clſe ſure, they are but of little ule. 
But what danger there would be of unſctling all, by giving juſt fatis- 
faction to ſuch Men, I cannot diſcern, Why might not Pore 
' 900 


(15) 
good and ufeful Men, that are diſſatisfied}as to ſome by-matters, but 
agree with them in theDoQtrine of Faith, and ſubſtance of God's Wor- 
ſhip, have liberty to ſerve their God in the Valleys, and they on the 
higher ground (as the DoQtor's Word is) ſtill poſſeſs their Dignitics 
and Benehices ?. And if moving in an higher Sphere, they are of more 
uſe, and diffuſe their light farther, no good Men ſhould envy at that. 
P.13. What the Doctor obſerves from As 15.28. I take to be 


anſwered before, yea, he hath anſwered himſelf, Trenic. in Preface p.9. 


& p.11. © The ſame we hope may remain as the moſt infallible evi- 
* dence of the Conformity of our Church of England to the Primitive, 
*not ſo mach in uling the ſame Rites that were in uſe then, as in not 
* impoling them. 

P. 14. Where he ſpeaks of the Judaizing Chriſtians, if he would 
have his diſſenting Brethren compared with them, the Compariſon 
{cems to be unequal. They were for laying the Yoke on others Necks. 
Poor Diſſenters would think themſelves well, if others would not en- 


cloſe to the Goſpel-Rule, the other in their zeal for the Ceremonies 
of the Law, were in great danger to be removed from the Goſpel. 

Ibid. Notwithſtanding all their diſſatisfafion, the Apoſtles continued the 
ſame Rule, | 

Let us enquire what ſcruples and difſatisfation the DoRor meaneth, 
Either it muſt be, that the Gentile-Belicvers were diſſatisfyed, that they 
were bound up by that Decree : And then the Anſwer is, Thoſe thinys 
were neceſſary, as before explained, And it nothing was impoſcd up- 
0n us, but what is alike neceſſary, then the World might juſily blame 
us for not yeilding to ſuch Impoſitions. Or it muſt be that the Judai- 
Zing Chriſtians were difſatiched. And indeed of theſe the Doctor 
(cems to ſpeak. But then I think, it is againſt himſelf. For how 
were they diſſatisfied about the things decreed?Certainly,it was becauſe 
the Gentile-Belicvers were left ſo much at liberty from the obſervation 
of the Cer. monies of the Law. But notwithſtanding, the Apoſtles 
continued the ſame Rule, becauſe they would lay on them no unne- 


monies on them 3 and therefore they would not do it. Thoſe Ju- 
Uizers thought there was a neceſſity of Circumciſion,and keeping the 
Law of Moſes,” dire&ly contrary to the Dodtrine and Delign of the 
Goſpel. The DoQor may ſay, they fcrupled, and were diſfatisficd 3 
ut plainly they were leavened with ſuch a corrupt Opinion as was by 
10 means to be born with, which would have made Chriſt and his 


CICCs 


deavour to bring their Necks under the Yoke. Thele defire to keep 


Vaath in vain, And therefore there was orcat necclſity for that De- ; 


| effary burthen. There was no neceſſity for impoſing Jewiſh Cerc- . 
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cree, Yea, the Apoſtle thought not that enough;but again and again 
in his Doctrine ſets himſelf againſt it with might and main, ſhewing 
the dreadful conſequences of it. If Men will call ſuch groſs errors, di- 
rely contrary to Chriſt and the Goſpel, ſcruples 3 yet ſurely the Do- 
Cor cannot but grant, that the ſcruplesof good, honeft, well mean- 
ing Souls about the lawfulneſs of ſome things Men bring into God's 
Worſhip, without his Warrant, for any thing they can apprehend, are 
Quite of another Nature. And poſſibly the Doctor may have occaſi- 
oned ſome of their ſcruples, (and therefore is the more obliged to be 
favourable towards them) who ſays, Iren. p. 36. * Butas for the 
© way,manner.,and circumſtances of Worſhip, we are to follow the po- 
*fitive Laws of God. And p. 43, 44. © Firſt then we ſay not, that the 
* Magiſtrate hath a power to revoke, repeal, oralter any Divine po- 
© fitive Law, which we have already ſhewn. Secondly, we ſay nor, 
* that the Magifirate by his own Will may conſtitute what new Laws 
* he pleaſes for the Worſhip of God. [This was the fault of Feroboam, 
*who made Iſrael to fin. Who þ. 67, 68. diſtinguiſheth betwixt 
© Ceremonies, and matter of meer Decency and Order, for order fake. 
Saying, © matters of order and decency are allowable and fitting 3 but 
*Ceremonies, properly taken for Actions ſigniticative, their lawfulnels 
* may with better ground be ſcrupled. 

: Lay theſe things together, and the reſult is this in ſhort, That Apo- 
ſtolical Council, As 15. made a Decree of things neceſſary, that 
was difſatisfying to Judaizers, as being croſs to their pernicious Opi- 
Nions and Practice : Therefore-Governors now may decree things un- 
necefſary,. that may with better ground be ſcrupled. But when it 1s 
certainly unlawful for private Perſons to put a fttumbling-block, oran 
occaſion to fall in their Brethrens way, T would fain know how 1t 
comes to be lawful for Rulers and Church-Governours fo to 
do. 

-P. 14. To what the Door notes on Rom. 14. 3. where he grants 
4 Rule of mutual Forbearance, notwithſtanding that Decree made, 
Afis 15, 1 cannot apprehend the leaſt inconſiltency betwixt thelc 
as if the one was ſet aſide, where the other took place. And if tic 
Apoſile acted here like a prudent Governour— the Church of Rome 
© at this time conſiſting moſt of Jews—he perſwades both Partics 0 
© Forbearance and Charity (for preſerving the Churches Peace, P- 15.) 
Methinks, by a Parity of reaſon, where Non-Conformilſts are m0!f 
numerous (as in- Londsn, &c.) more Forbearance might be ſhew! 
to preſerve the Churches Peace. . But indeed we find, that Chari 
ſhould as well be' exerciſed towards a lingle Brother, 1 Cor. & . ; 
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The Apoſtle (who was a Governour in the Church, and not an or- 
dinary Governour) would not offend a weak Brother. Again, the 
DoRor ſuppoleth here, that there were none in the Church of Rome 
that went about to impole the neceſſity of keeping the Law of Cere- 
monies on the Gentile-Chriſtians. But that there were falſe Apoſtles 
in Rome at that time, ſeems to be intimated, Rom. 16, 17, | Now L 
beſeech you, Brethren, mark them which cauſe Divitions and Offences 
contrary to 'the Doctrine which ye have learned, and avoid them. |] 
Notat hic eos, ({ays Grotius ) qui cam ipfi Fudei non eſſent, vocatis gentibus 
imponere volebant Legis Moſaice jugum, contra &* precepta Chriſti pacent 
commendantis,@ preceptum Apoſtolicum, quod ubiq, Paulus ſervandum docuit. 
As 16, 4, And the Apolile might thus exhort them to mark and a- 
void ſuch falſe Teachers, and yet in the ſame Epiſtle lay down a Ruiz 
of mutual Forbearance,and require them to ſhew Charity towards thoſe 
who in ſome points had been ſeduced by ſuch falſe Teachers, by which 
means indeed they might be brought nearer tothe Truth, and one to 
another. As we have it in the Verſe before the Doctor's Text, | And 
if ye be in any thing otherwiſe minded, &c.| As for thoſe that did not 
yet ſoclearly underſiand the Doctrine of the Goſpel, but did (till in 
part adhere to the aboliſhed Ceremonies of the Law,the Apoſtle-would 
not have them rigorouſly dealt with, but would have them (as Beza 
ſays) Turbas non moveri & benigne tolerari, in hopes they might come to 
have the truth further diſcovered to them. And here it is to be noted, 


(as Mr, Corbet of Church-Unity, p. 19. obſerves) There was a greater 


appearance of Reaſon (then, and in thoſe caſes) for deſpiling, cen- 
luring, -or offending others, than there can be for ſome Impoſitions 
now in queſiion among us, v/z. on the one fide a fear of partaking 
in Idolatry, or of cating Meats that God had forbidden, or of neg- 
le&ing days that God had commanded, as they thought 3 on the 0- 
ther fide a fear of being driven from the Chrittian Liberty, and of re- 
ſtoring the Ceremonial Law. | 

P. 14, 15. Where the falſe Apoſtles made uſe of” this pretence of the Le- 
vitical Law being ſtill in force, to divide the Churches, and to ſeparate the 
Communion of Chriſtians, there the Apoſtle bids them beware of them, and 
their PraGice, Oc. | 

. The Apoftle had a zeal for Truth, as well as Peacez for the Do 
arine of Chriſtianity, as well as for the Communion of ' Chriſti- 
ans. | Mark thoſe which cauſe Diviſions, contrary to the Doctrine— ] 
See Gal. 5. 1, 2. 
-- Þ, 15, To what the Doctor ſays there, I return thus, To argue 
from an objigation lying upon the belt Chriſtians to walk by the ſame 
- D Rule 


. | . / 
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Rule (which the Apoſtles laid down) to an obligation to comply 
with another Rule ſet up, before it be proved agreeable to the Apo- 
Kles Rule, (to uſe the Doctor's Words, Power of Excom. þ. 14.) *is a 
© ſhortneſs of Diſcourſe, I cannot but wonder at. ' | 

P. 16. I ſhall endeavour to ſearch to the battom of this dangerous 
Miſtake, to which we owe ſo much of our preſent Diſtrafions and 
Fears, 

Whether we owe more here to the neceſſary diſſent, and diſtance 
of thoſe that cannot in Conſcience conſent and comply 3 or to the Will 
of thoſe that force them to it, and to thoſe arbitrary Impoſitions wich 
are indeed the Bar to a full Communion, 1s the Quetizon now, which 
will at laſt be fully decided at God's Bar. The Doctor once thought 
our © Breaches irreparable, without retrenching all exorbitances of 
© Power, and reftoring thoſe Presbyteries which no Law hath forbid- 
*dea, but only through diſuſe have been laid aftide, See the lati Pape 
of his Preface. And whether are theſe things done? Whether (as he 
ſays there, p. 2.) | the Church it ſelf be not made a Partition-Wall to divide 
the Members of it. | 

P. 16. I ſpeak, not of the ſeparatim or diſtin Communion of whole 
Churches from each other ——By whole Churches I mean the Churches of ſuch 
Nations — 

| Yet theſe whole Churches (as the Doctor calls them) are but parts 
of the Church Catholick: And the Doctor cannot hanſomely deny, 
but the Church Catholick is primarily in God's intention, and parti- 
cular Churches (whether National, or Parochial) ſecondary and ac- 
cidental 3 © Becauſe of the impoſſibility of all Mens joyning together 
© (as he ſays) for the convenient diſtribution of Church-Priviledges, 
© and adminiſtration of Goſpel-Ordinances. (But otherwiſe) If the 
* whole World could joyn together in the publick Worſhip of God, no 
© doubt that would be moſt properly a Church. See Irenic. p. 154,155. 
Now obſerve, if the matter ſtands thus, as the Doctor hath ſtated it, 
then either particular Churches ought not to have different eſtabliſhed 
Rules for Communion, ſach as all good Chriſtians cannot lawfully 
comply with 3 (for if all could, all have a right to joyn together) or 
if any National Church (for inſtance) hath ſuch a different eſtabliſhed 
Rule, therein it is guilty of making a ſeparation from the Catholick 
Church: but if any Members of it, hold Communion with it fo far as 
they can, upon true Catholick Principles, though they cannot comply 
with the faid eſtabliſhed Rule wherein it goes beyond, ſuch cannot be 


juſtly charged with ſeparation. Here1 think, we have gaineda great 
| Polgts - 


Or 


os [38:2 

Or elſe thus, The DoQor hath nothing to ſay againſt the ſeparation 
vr diſtin Communion of National Churches, though they have their 
different Rules of Order and Government eſtabliſhed. Here he would 


not charge the one, or other with the ſin of ſeparation. - As he fays, 


Trenic, p. 65, *Hemult be a great Stranger in the primitive Church, 
* that takes not notice of the great diverſity of Rites and Cuſtoms uſed 
* in particular Churches, without any cenſuring thoſe whodiffered from 
*them3 or if any by inconſiderate zeal did proceed fo far, how 1!] it 
«was reſented by other Chriſtians. As Vidor's Excommunicating the 
* Suarto-decimarii,for which he is ſo ſharply reproved by Irenexs, who 
* tells him, that the primitive Chriſtians who differed in ſuch things, 
© did not uſe to abſtain from one anothers Communion for them. 
*X& py, Ofc. as Socrates tells us, Thoſe that agree in the ſame Faith, 
* may differ among themſelves in their Rites and Cuſtoms. as he largely 
© ſhews in a whole Chapter, &c. And-p. 66, 67. © We ſee the primi- 
* tive Chriſtians did not make ſo much of any Uniformity in Rites and 
* Ceremonies 3 nay I ſcarce think any Churches in the primitive times 
*can be produced that did exactly in all things obſerve the ſame Cu- 
* (toms: which might be an argument of moderation in all as to 
* theſe things, but eſpecially (N.B.) in pretended admirers. of the 
© primitive Church. And ſo he concludes with that known ſaying of 
Anſtin, Indigrum eſt, &c. It's an unworthy thing for Chriſtians to con- 
demn and judg one another for thoſe things which do not further us 
at all in our-way to Heaven (as the Doctor 3) or, which cannot render 
us more worthy, or unworthy to God. Now hoc ſuppoſito, and indeed 
it is undeniable, it will follow, I ay, it will follow, It Rulcrs do but 
once ſay, That Miniſter and Congregation that agree with the true 
Catholick Church in the ſame Faith, though they differ as to fome 
Mode or Rites not neceſſary. (which their Conſciences are not ſatis- 
hed in) are not guilty of the fin of Separation. And then what a 
charitable Word would that be? And fo if I was with the Doctor 
now, I would be ſo bold to ask him, How he. and others of his way, 
that look upon the fin of Separation as ſo heinous, (as I think ſome 
would make it inconfiltent with a (tate of Salvation) can poſlibly fa- 
tisfy themſelves that they are not acccſlary tothe ſame, not having en= 
deavoured to the uttermoſi, to perſwade Rulcrs to ſpeak that good 
Word, which would have prevented the ſin and danger of ſo many 
Souls ? Would they be thought ſuch as arc wholly ſwayed by a private 
Intereſt, and ſo uncharitable, that they care not what becomes of 0- 
thers Souls, and ſocarcleſs of the Peace and Unity of Chriſtians, which 


they cannot but (ay, is a Duty incumbent upon all, fo far as fotlibly 
a5" £72 they 
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they can, to promote ? This I look upon, as a very healing Principle, 
(1 wiſh it was more taught and improved,) That Chriſtians may be 
looked upon as of the fame Communion, agreeing in the ſame Faith, 
and all that is neceſſary, though they vary ſomething,as to ſome Mode, 
and Rites not neceſſary. Particular National Churches may differ, as 
to theſe, without a Breach of Communion, - and of the Peace of the 
Chuich 3 and why not ſome particular Congregations, within a Na- 
tional Church, if Men would ? I ſhould think, it mult needs bea very 
prepoſterous Courſe to prefer the meer accidentals of Religion and 
God's Worſhip,before the ſubſtantial parts of the ſame,or but to make 
them «equal, as they are at lealt made equa], if we muli not have the 
one without the other. 

P. 17. Here I agree with the Doctor, that the notion of a Church 
does not barely relate to Acts of Worſhip. And yet when he fays, 
If this held true, the Church muſt be diſſolved aſſoon as the Congregation is 
broken up. TAILS 7 

Perhaps ſome may be ready to argue ad hominem, and put him in 
mind of his own Words (beforecited) If the whole World could joyn 
zogether in the publick, Worſhip of God, no doubt it would be moſt properly a 
Church. Yet would not the Doctor ſay, the Church was diffolved as 
ſoon as ſuch Worſhip was ended. 

P. 17,18. And if there beone Catholick, Charch, confiſting of multitudes 
of particular Charches conſenting in one Faith, then why may there not be 
one National Church from the conſent in the ſame Articles of Religion, and 
the ſame Rules of Government and Order of Worſhip # 

Anſ. 1. The Doctor will zrant, a Catholick Church ſubſiſts by a 
Divine Law, and politive Inſtitution of Chriſt, And if he.can fay, 
and prove it, that the National Church of England,as it is now elta- 
bliſhed, fo ſubſiſis, his difſenting Brethren wilt thank him for it. 
They could never y.t tind Epiſcopi Epiſcoporum, Lay-Chancellors, &c. 
Ordinary Officers in the (C hurch by the politive Inſtitution of Chiift. 
Now he tells us (Power 61 Excom. p. 6.) © That the Exerciſe and Admi- 
© nilixation of this Power bclot gs to the ſpecial Officers and Gover- 
*rours of the © hurch. nure cl being capable of exerciſing this Power 
© of the Ct urch, as fu h. but thcy on whomit is ſetled (N.B.) by the 
<Founder ot the Church ut elf. A: dp. 13. ©TI here ſuppoſethat Chiiſt 
© hath by a poſitive Law elrablifhed the Government ot his Church up- 
© on Officers of his own -ppointment, which I have largely proved 
elſewhere (TIren. par, 2. c. 2 ) Now lay this together with what he 
faith ( Power of Excom.p. 17.) having occaſion to cite 1 Tim. 5. 17. 
« T intend not to prove an office of Rulers diliin trom Teachers from 


© hence, 
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© hence.which I know neither this place nor any other will do: AndI 


doubt it will follow that no Lay-Perfons can of Right have Power of 
., Government in the Church, and that the preſent Conſtitution is not 
- by the poſitive Law of Chriſt, . 


- 2, I ſhall not deny a National Church from conſent in the ſame Ar- 
ticles of Religion, and Rules of Government, and Order of Worlhip. 
Such a Church there may be: but then it muſt be noted, ſuch Articles 
and Rules ought to be agreeable to the cliabliſhed Rule of the Holy 
Scriptures. And for any Church to:make ſuch things terms of Agree- 
ment and Communion, which are not agreeable to that ſame Rule by 
which all Chriſtians onght to walk, ſome tel] us it is a (chiſmatical 
Practice, And fo it may happen, that they that fo far ſeparate from 


ſiacha dividing National Church, though they comply not with its 


eſtabliſhed Rule, may yet be found walking by the ſame Rule, in the 
true ſenſe of the Doctor's Text. And whether indeed it be agreeable 
to Scripture Rule, to ſet down ſuch terms of Communion, as would 
exclude any, that have a right to Communion, let it be examined. - See 
Tren. p.122, © Certainly the primitive Church, that did not charge 
* Mens Faith with ſuch a load of Articles, as now in theſe latter Ages 
*Men are charged with, would much leſs burthen Men, with. impo- 
*{ing doubtful Practices upon them,as the ground of Church-Commyu- 
*nion. Yea, but what .if Junior Churches thiok themſelves wiſer 
than the Primitive Church in theſe matters? See p. 119, 120. *©Let 
*Men turn and wind themſelves wh.ch way they will, by the very 
* ſame Arguments that any will prove Separation from the Church of 


* Rome lawtul, becauſe ſhe required unlawtul things, as conditions of _ 


* her Communion, it will be proved lawtul (N.B.) not to conform 
*to any ſuſpected or unlawful practice required by any Church Gover= 
*nOur upon the ſame terms, if the thing ſo required, be after ſerious 
*and ſober enquiry, judged unwarraiitable by a Man's own Conſct- 
*ence, And withal it would be further conlidered, whether when 
* our beſt Writers do lay the imputation of Schiſm, not on thoſe who 
* withdraw Communion, but on them for requiring fuch conditions 
*of Communion (whereby they did rather cje& Men out of their 
* Communion, than the others ſeparate trom them.) So then it is not 
ſeparation, if Men are eje&ed by others putting ſuch conditions * 
* they do not by the ſame Arguments, lay the imputation. of Schiſm 
*On all who require ſuch conditions of Communion, and take it whol- 
*ly off from thoſe who refuſe to conform for Conſcience-ſake, Wherc= 
unto he ſubjoyns the judgment of Mr. Hales, in his excellent (though 
little) Tra& (as he ſays) concerning Schiſin. He {peaking of the 
| Schilm 
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Schiſm about Image-Worſhip, determined by the ſecond Council of 
Nice, ſays, In this the Schiſmatical Party eddy £7 it ſelf '(whom 
a little before he calls that Rout) and fuch as confpired with it.” -For 
concerning the uſe of Images in Saeriz, Firſt it'is acknowledged by 
all, That it is not a thing neceſſary. Secondly, It is by moſt ſuſpeed ; 
Thirdly,It is by many held utterly unlawful, Can then the enjoyning of 
the pra&ice of ſuch a thing(ſays he)be ought elſe but abuſe ? Or can the 
refuſal of Communion here, be thought any othen thing than Duty 2? 
Thus the learned Hales, (lately reprinted with Miſcellan, P.211.) fo 
then if there may be a National Church from conſent.in the ſame Ar- 
ticles of Religion, Rules of Government, Order of Worſhip; it ſeems 
theſe ſhould be clear from ſuſpected and unlawful things, that it incur 
not the cenſure of a Schiſmatical Church. 

P. 19. I do not intend to ſpeak of the Terms upon which Perſons are to be 
admitted among us to the exerciſe of the Funfion of the Miniftry, but of the 
Terms of Lay-Communion. =. Fe 

I confeſs, Sir, theſe are not to be confounded. You know my mind, 
by what I wrote about 17 years fince, and at leaft have heard, what 
has been my practice. I could be fatished to join in that Worſhip. 
wherein I could not officiate as a Miniſter. You have had my Rea- 
ſons heretofore. But I conceive the matter which the Doctor drives 
at in this Sermon, cannot be fully decided without a due conſideration 
of the caſe of the ejected Miniſters, which you ſee me led to towards 

the end of theſe Papers. 

P. 20, In the judgment of ſome of the moſt impartial Men of the Diſſenters 
at this day, although they think the caſe of the Miniſters very hard on the Ac- 
count of Subſcriptions and Declarations required of them; yet they confeſ' 
very little is to be ſaid on the behalf of the People, from whom none of th ſe 
things are required. So that the People are condemned in their Separation,by 
their own Teachers, 

Anſ. And would not the Doctor himſelf have thought it an hard 
caſe with Miniſters heretofore ? See Irentc. p. 64. © am ſure it 1s 
© contrary to the primitive Practice, and the Moderation then uſed, to 
© ſuſpend or deprive Men of their Miniſterial Function for not conform- 
ing in Habits, Geſtures or the like. Was he ſure of it, when he wrote 
this, and can he be ſure of the contrary now ? Or would the primitive 
Church by no means have ſuſpended or degraded Minitters for not 
comforming in an Habit, or Geſture 3 did the Primitive Church © nc- 
©ter think it worth the while to make any ſtanding Laws for Rites and 
© Cuſtoms that had no other original but Tradition, (as in Preface t0 
Iren, þ. 10.) and yet would it have been thought worth the while then 

| to 
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to have impoſed a great deal more than the uſe of an Habit, Geſture, 
or old Cuſtom, things the lawfulneſs whereof might have been much 
more ſuſpected, and then ſuſpend and degrade thoſe, that would not 
ſubmit unto them ? Surely, we ſhould have better thoughts than fo 
of the. Primitive Church, 

Onething had almoli eſcaped me, (beginning of þp. 20.) I will not 
ſay, there bath been a great deal of Art uſed to confound theſe two, ( and it is 
eaſy to diſcern to hat purpoſe it is.) But thus the Doctor in effe& ſays, 
what he ſays, I will not ſay, there hath been a great deal of Art uſed— 


have never uled any Art to draw off any from attending on the Mini- 
ſiry of the legal publick Preachers. At my firli turning out I did feri- 
ouſly bend my Studies, to ſatisfy my ſelf and others of the lawfulneſs 
of joyning ttill with the publick Congregations,and thereupon I wrote 
on that Subject, and was willing my Papers ſhould go into the hands 
of any that defired them, not only Contormilis, but thoſe of the Con- 
oregational FPerſwafion too, beſides diverſe oth:rs, When the King's 
Licences came forth, I having opportunity (at that time in a Journey) 
to ſee and converſe with diverſe Miniſicrs in my Predicament, made it 
my Buſineſs where | came to perſwade to ſuch an uſe of that Liberty, 
as might give lealt offence to our Conforming Brethren, And fiill to 
this day, I would ſo time my work, as not to hinder others of any be=- 
nefit they might get under their Minitiratiov. And Ithink I may ſay, 
the greatelt part of thoſe that go under the Name of Diſſenters, or 
Non-Conformiſts, are of the ſame Mind, and do practiſe accordingly. 
Iknow many Miniſters in one little Town (if we may call ſucha num- 
ber as four,a many.) not one of whom would be employed there,while 
the legal.publick Preacher is officiating, but would rather chooſe to 
hear him. How many of us that have been almoſt 18 years out of 
| Place, that can appeal to God, the ſearcher of all Hear's, we have not 
uſed any Art to take People off from publick Miniſters by Law allow- 
ed, if they had any. tolerable fitneſs for Miniſterial Work. No, rathe?t 
we with, and ſhould be heartily glad (I hope) to fee them more ſer= 
viceabl-, more ſucceſsful, than ever we have been. Truly, I am more 
Pierced with ſuch an uncharitable Infinuation of the Doors,then with 
the dint of any of his Arguments. 

Yet I mutt confeſs we are not all of a mind. Some do not think it 
lawful to join with them. Now ſuppoſe them to be in an error, yet I 
quettion whether it would not be uncharitable to ſay, Fhey uſe a great 
deal of Art—and it is eaſy to diſcern to what purpoſe it is. What 


As it being crafty we caught People with guile, I hope it is not ſo. As. 
for my ſ{elt, many know what my Principle and Practice hath been. I 


EE. | Won If POLL | 
they do, or do not, under thoſe apprehenſions they have at preſent 
is in the ſimplicity of their hearts. Poſſibly, another method than hath 
been taken, might reconcile them to that Church-Communion, which 
at preſent they date not own. FH 

P.. 20. But how they can preach lawfully to a People, who commit a- fault 
?n hearing them,” I do not underſtand, | 

I hope, it will be found neither unlawful for them to preach (being 
true Miniſters ſtill) nor unlawful for others to hear them. Bur I am 
not come to that yet. At preſent I ſay but this, The Doctor no doubt 
Knows, he hath divers that come out of other Pariſhes ordinarily to 
hcarhim, which is a thing contrary to his eſtabliſhed Rule. Then do 
they not in his judgment commit a fault in hearing him? Then how 
docs he ſatisfy himſclf that he can preach lawfully to them ? I am ſumys 
ergo pares, Now may not he and his Difſenting Brethren ſhake hands? 
It they are not warning their Hearers in every Sermon to take heed of 
the Principles, and Sin of Separation, 1s the Doctor in every Sermon 
he preaches warning the People to take heed of leaving their Pariſh- 
_ Church, and charging any that belong to another Pariſh to depart? 

P. 20. TI do not confound bare ſuſpending Communion in ſome particular 
Rites, which Perſons do modeſtly ſeruple, and uſing it in what they judge to 
be lawful; with either total or at leaſt ordinary forbearance of Communion 
in what they judg to be lawful > and proceeding to the forming of ſeparate 
Congregations, i. e. under other Teachers, and by other Rules than what the 
eſtabliſhed Religion allows. And this is the preſent caſe of Separation 
which T intend to conſider, 'and to make the ſinfulneſs and miſchief of it 
appear. | 
Bona verba, queſo. Here is the ſtating of the caſe the Doctor hath 
determined in his Sermon. | 

Here 1. I«bſerve, the Doctor ſeems to allow a partial Separition- 
That is, *a bare ſuſpending Communion in ſome particuler Rites, 
which Perſons do modeſily ſcruple, while they uſe it in what they 
judg lawful. For which (becauſe he ſays ſo little here) See Iren. p. 
117, 118, © withdrawing Communion from a Church in unlawtul or 
© {uſpeted things, doth not lay Men under the guilt of Schiſm. Which 
©becauſe he knew it might meet with oppoſition from thoſe Men. who 
© will ſooner call Men Schilmaticks than prove them fo, he there offers | 
© reaſon for it. - Now ſome modeſily ſcruple a particular Rite, and 
Communion inthe Liturgy, as being'impoſed : but what the Doctor 
will fay to that Iknow not 3 though this I know, he. hath ſaid ſomc- 
thing that would ſeem to favour them And his fo much commended 
Hales ſays; * Whereſvever falſe or ſuſpected: Opinions are madea piece 
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of the Church-Liturgy, he that ſeparates is not the Schilmatick, Mi/> 
cellan, p. 218. 
_ 2. Methinks, thoſe Difſenters (as they arecalled) that do ordina- 
rily hold Communion with them in God's Worſhip, fo far as it is his 
Worlbip, ſhould not fall under the DoQtors laſh here 3 chough they 
have other occaſional Meetings belides. | 
- 3. A total forbcarance of Communion with them, I confeſs, has a 
deep ſound. As it one would not have Communion with them at all, 
though never ſo fair an opportunity offered it felt. I would hope the 
far greateſt part of the publick Congregations in England may (iill be 
looked upon as parts of Chriſt's vitble Church, that have the ſubſtane 
tials of God's Worſhip, ſuch asat leaſt upon occaſion (Chriſtians might 
lawfully join in. But if there be an ordinary forbearance, it is much 
what the ſame, as if it was total, with the Do&or. And yet indeed 
till more forbearance and condeſcenſion is ſhewn, or better ſatisfaction 
iven than I can find in this Sermon before me, I mult forbear paſſing 
A ſevere a cenſure in the cafe, as I ſee others do. Yea, ſome whom 
I hope to meet in the General Afſcmbly at laft, that would refuſe to 
hear me for that very cauſe the DoGor ſpeaks of ſometimes,that I own 
many Parochial Churches to be true Churches 3 yet could I be fatished 
upon occaſion,to join with them,having one that 1 could look upon as 
called and ſeparated to the work of the Minifiry among them. Though 
_ would count me a Favatick for it, yet I hope Iam a Catho- 
ck. 
4+ The DoGtor takes in a proceeding to the forming of ſeparate Congre- 
grations, i. &. under other Teachers, and by other Rules than what the eſta+ 
bliſhed Religion allows. | 
Now 1. 1 would not underſiand the DoQtor fo, as if he was for a 
compliance with any Religion that is uppermoſt, whatever it be, true 
or talſe, 1 do not look upon him as f{..ch a Laticudinarian, that would 
plead tor Mr. Hobs his pu .li-k Canſcience, | of whom the report goes, 
that when ſome ſerious counſe} was given him concerning his Soul, 
and his everlalting State a little before his Death; he (ware. *IfI was 
* at Heaven, what a fall ſhould I have? As if he would have the 
World know, he lived and died an Atheiſt. @walis vita, finis ita, ] 
But I ſhould do the Reverend Qudtor a man'feſt wrong, it afterall he 
. has written againſt the Papilts, and tor the jultifying of our ſeparation 
from Rowe, I did ſuppoſe, that he would not be for ſeparation in this 
caſe,ſhould the Romiſh '' eligion cver come to. be cliabliſhed. He knows 
when under Arrian Biſhops, © many both of the Clergy and People, 
* who reſolved to adhere to the true Faith, withdrew from the pub- 
E * lick 
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© lick Meetings, and had private Aﬀemblies of their own, Tren-p.115, + 
As he very well knows what the renowned Hales hath written, p.230; 
2371. © In times of mamifeſt corruptions and perſecutions, wherein Re- 
< tgious afſembling is dangerous, private Meetings, how ſoever beſides 
< publick Order, are not only lawful, but they 'are of. Neceſlity and 
* Duty — All pious Aﬀemblies (iniſach times) are indeed, or rather 
* alone the lawful Congregations 3 and publick Afſemblies, though ac- 
* cording to form of Law, are indeed nothing elfe but Riots and: Cons 
© yenticles, if they be ſtained with'corruption.and ſuperſtition. So he, 

Sure the DoQtor: cannot think,” as Mr.'\Hobs, that any Aſſembly, 
forbidden by the Ciyil Sovereign to aſſemble, is an-unlawtul Aſſembly; 
that without bis Authority a.Church-ought-not'to aſſemble, | 

2, Therefore the Doctor-muſt be underftood: of forming Congrega= 
tions under other Teachers, and by other: Rules: than what the true 
Religion eſtabliſhed allows —. es Tu} 

Now if this be theſiate of the.caſe3 1. Thoſe Congregations the 
Doctor aims at, are of the ſame Religion. I hope the Doctor is not got 
{o high as to place Religion in thoſe things wherein Parochial Congre- 
gations differ from them, to make the things neceſſary. 

2, They doubt not but it is eaſy toprove, they have true Miniſters; 
{uch Teachers as the Word of God,the certain Rule of Religion;allows, 

3. And that they have divine Ordinances diſpenſed, and-no other 
Worfhip-of- God: than the Word of God-allows. Yea, I'ſee an: able 
Lawyer, in his Advice to a Juſtice of Peace, p. 5. concluding, that it 
cannot be proved other Worſhip than the eſtabliſhed Religion (or the 
Liturgy and Practice of the Church of England) allows. 

4. And may it not be a Quettion, whether they can properly be 
{aid to eret new Churches, or to proceed to the forming of ſeparate 
Congregations, who were true Miniſters, and had their Congregati- 
ons before others came into their places? If they had done nothing 
worthy of cje&tion, or excluſion from their Minitiry, whether they 
have not till a right to exerciſe their Funtion ?' And conſequently, 
whether others may not as juſily be faid to draw away their People 
from them, as they are charged-with the ſame Practice ? 

5.. And whether if-any Rulesare eſtabliſhed to-bar ſuch Miniſters as 
God hath allowed, and tending to deprive multitudes of Chriſtians of 
the benefit-of his publick Worſhip,and Ordinances of his own appoint- 
ment, whether ſuch Rules can be ſtricly binding; or whether they are 
not an encroachment upon the Authority of God and Jeſus Chritt?- 

6. And let it be conſidered, whether if the poor Proteſtants now 
under over of France, who are depriyed-of theix Temples, and 

7 | places 
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.places of publick-Worſhip, ſhould flee into England for the free exerciſe 
of. their.Religion here , whether I fay,_ they ſhould be obliged in all 


things to ſubmit to the Eftabliſhed Rule and Order among us, or elſe 


| be held guilty of a finful and mifchievous courſe of Separation, not 


to be tolerated and endured ? | 

7. It Forreigners ſhould be allowed a liberty of aſſerubling for the 
Worſhip of God, without being ſirictly bound up to the preſent Rule 
eſtabliſhed (in all things) 3 orcenſured and taken for Separatilts, why 
might not the ſober, peaccable Chriſtians among us be allowed the 
ſame liberty, without being laid under that charge and cenſure ? 
Shall the Church of England think, that all her Charity and forberance 
isowing to ſirangers , that ſhe ſhould ſhow none to thoſe, who are in 
ſome reſpec nearer to her? 

8, Whether it will not be ſaid the eſtabliſhed Religion is the ſame 
now, it was in King Edward the tixth's days, when a Rubrick left it 
to the diſcretion of the Minitier, what and how much toread, when 
there wasa Sermon ? 

9. Whether there are not ſome publick places, that are not very well 
fatistied with what they have done, and come not up ( in every pun- 
Gilio ) to the eſtabliſh'd Rule ? As ſome read not all the Common 
Prayer they are enjoyned : ſome ule not the Surplice 3 Some omit the 
Croſs in Baptiſm3 ſome dare not put away any from the Sacramenc 
meerly becauſe they are not ſatisfied to receive it kneeling. Now are 
ſach to be accounted ſeparate: Congregations ( in the DoCtor's ſence? } 
It it be ſaid, Though they vary a little from the eſtabliſh'd Rule,yet the) 
keepto their Pariſh-Churches, and have Preachers Epiſcopa:ly colained 
and publickly allowed. x 

Anſ. 1, The Aſſembly, not the place, makes a Chriſtian Congre- 
gation. And ſuch C ongiegations were before Pariſhes were known 
in the world. The ditiributioa into Pariſhes was ovly accidental, 
convenient but not of neccflity. The Doctor fayes, (Ser. p, 28.) * Af 
* ter ſometime ( but not cull after fome time) in the greater Cities they 
* had dittin& Places allotted , and Presbyters hixed among them 3 
* and ſuch Allotments were called Titles at Rom?, and Laure at 
* Alexandria, and Pariſhes in other places. And how Common 
is it in London for men to go Ordinarily to other Churches and 
Miniticrs ? Now will it be ſaid, that ſuch. ( leaving their own Pariſh- 
Church }make the Congregations with whom they joyn,Separate Con- 
gregations ? Beſides, there ſhould be no difference here, it it might be 
as the Non-Conformilt's would have it, they would be for preaching 
in Pariſh-Churches to-chuſe, if they might. | | 
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2, If the moſiof them were Ordained by Presbyters, yet that invi- 
lidates not their Ordination.Iren. p.379.*After Epiſcopal Government 
* wasſettled in the Church, yet Ordination by Presbyters was looked 
© on as valid. And þ. 381. Biſhop Bancroft himſelf (as is to be ſeen jn 
Sporſwood ) would not have it called in queſtion. An Acquain- 
' tance of mine being upbraided with it, that he was ordained by none 

but acompany of Presbyters, quickly returned thus 3 You were 
ordained by a Biſhop, I was Ordained by many Biſhops together, 
and ſuch Biſhops as may be proved Scripture-Biſhops. But there are 
ſome ancient Men, yea, ſome that are younger too, who had Epiſcopal 
Ordination. And may it yet be ſaid of thefe, that they are other 
Teachers, then the Eftabliſhed Religion allows ? 

3. If they are not allowed, that is the thing in queſtion, whether 
Men have power to forbid them to preach, and exerciſe the office 
of the- Minifiry, who have beenduly called , and ſet apart to it, and 
have not deſerved degrading fromit ? 

10. If Men have power to eſtabliſh Rules; excluding from the 
Miniſtry thoufands, not to be excluded by any Rules laid down in 
God's Word, whether the Church be not left in a Woful cafe, who 
by ſuch means may be deprived of all, or the greateſt and ſoundelt 
part of her Miniſters, and conſequently of God, Ordinances at mens 
Pleaſure? When about 2000 Miniſters are ſuppoſed to have been 
turned out together , what if all the Miniſters in place had been of 
the ſame Judgment , not fatished of the lawfulneſs of their ſub- 
mitting to the Eſtabliſhed Rule, if thereupon they muſt all have laid 
down their Miniſtry, then how fad a ſtate had Multitudes of Chriftian 
Congregations been left in, even as Sheep having no Shepherd ? 
Can we think that Chriſt has left his Church at ſuch miſerable un- 
certainties, at fuch a loſs, that ſhe ſhould have no Miniſters, if Rulers 
ſay at one time, there ſhall be no Miniſters but ſuch as declare their 
afſent and conſent to ſuch forms, and modes of Worſhip to another 
Book beſides the Bible, and all things contained in it ? and at another 
time, None ſhall be Miniſters, but ſuch as declare their aſſent and 
conſent to the utter aboliſhng of all forms? It thouſands of his Mi- 
nif ecs ſhall becut off with a Rule for Conformity on the one hand, and 
as many cut off with a Rule againft it on the other hand ? 

$5. Take notice here what the DoQor ayes elſe where, fo he would 
have *©no penalty inflicted, till it may be ſeen whether they difobey 
© out of wilful contempt and obſtinacy of ſpirit, not only out of weak- 
© nefs of Conſcience and Diffatisfation concerning the things them-' 
© (elves, And if it be madeeyident to be ont of contempt, yet hat 

* only 
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© only. ſuch penalties be inflicted as anſwer to the nature of the 
© offence, Ten. p. 64, And p. 42, As for the derivation of the power 
© and authority of the FunCtion (of the Miniſtry ) that is from Chriſt. 
© But for the Adminſiration of the Function, two things belong to 
©the Magiſtrate : Firſt, to provide and take care for due Adminiſtration 
* of itz and to fee. that Miniſters preach the true Doctrine, though 
© he cannot lawfully forbid the trueDoctrine to be taughtzand that they 
© duely adminitter the Sacraments, though he cannot command them 
©to adminiſter them otherwiſe then Chriſt hath delivered them down 
*to us. Secondly, in caſe of male-Adminiſtration of his Fun&ion, 
© or Scanda], rendring him unfit for it, it is in a Magifirate's power, if 
© not formally to depoſe, yet to deprive them of the liberty of ever 
* exerciſing their funtion within his Dominions. But I conceive, 
the Door will be hard puttoit, to prove the ejected Miniſters 
guilty of ſuch male-Adminiftration, or Scandal, for which the Magi- 
lirate might juſtly deny them the liberty of exerciling their FunQion 
within his Dominions. If it be within the Magiſirat's power to 
forbid Miniſters Preaching true DoGtrine, and duly adminiſiring Sacra- 
ments, without any cauſe rendring them unfit , the conſequence 
would be very ſad, as was ſhewed before: if it be not within their 
power, then ſuch may go on in the exerciſe of their Miniſtry not- 
withſtanding Mens command to the contrary. And it ſuch are not 
diveſted of their office, they have authority to exerciſe it ſtill, as they 
ſhall have opportunity. As the Doctor ( in his ſeveral Conferences, 
p. 122, ) tells us, He *could not imagine that any Perſons would 
| ſappoſe the Chriſtian Church would allow a validity of Orders, 
* without lawful Authority to uſe and exerciſe thoſe Orders. And 
?. 123, Canany Man be ſo ſenſle(s to think—— (And p. 132.) ©the 
* Church never allowed one. but it allowedthe other alſo? If you ſhould 
reply, that the Door. ( p. 140. ) ſuppoſeth, it may be aQuually 
taken away by the cenſures of the Church. My Anſweris, Yet I 
hope the DoQor will not fay, that the Church hath an unlimited 
Power here, that ſhe may ſuſpend , degrade, and deſpoſe whom ſhe 
pleaſeth 3 but that ſhe multi have juſt ground for proceeding to ſuch 
acenſure, He that before boundeth the Magiſtrates power (as we 
ſe before ) would not have the Churches power left unbounded. 
If the Church hath power to cenſure, ſuſpend, and depoſe the bad, 
for Scandal, Hereſy, Idolatry, it will not follow,that ſhe hath the like 
Power to ſuſpend and depole the good too: ( when ſhe pleaſeth ) 
for non-compliance in things ſuſpeted, if not unlawful. This would 
be a power for Deftriction, not for Edihcation. A power to A& 
E 3 againſt 


( 30) 
-.avaink the Trath, not for the Truth ; Such a Power as the Apoſtles 
-.would never claim, or exerciſe. _ ks Os 

' 11, Then what if they, be found ſuch Teachers, and to warſhip 
God in ſuch a way, as true Religion doth allow .? What if an human 
- Conlticution eſtabliſhed, allow not of thoſe, who are allowed of by God 
41n his Word ? | 

12, Let it be conſidered, whether if true Miniſters of Chriſt are caſt 

Out by ſuch Rules as.are not warranted by the Word they are. not 
thereby neceflitated. to have diltinct Congregations or to lay alide their 
Minittry, which may not be lawful for them to do ? I would do the 
DoGQor no wrong, but acknowledg, he difiinguiſhech berwixt Non- 
Communion in unlawful, or ſuſpc&ed Rites or Practices ina «hurch, 
and entring into diſtinct Societies for Worſhip. Now mark what he 
ſays, Trenic. p.123, 124. © This I do not aſſert to be therefore lawful, 
© becauſe ſome things are required which Mens Conſciences are unſatis- 
© fied in; Unleſs (N. B. ) others proceed to cjet and cati them wholly 
< out of Communion on that account, in which caſe their ſcraration is 
© neceſſary, —Here if I can underſtand the DoGtor, he grants Separa- 

tion necefſary, entring into a new and diltinct Society tor God's Wore 

ſhip unavoidable, when Chrittians are wrongfully catt out for not con- 

forming to a Church in unlawtul or ſuſpected Practices, And | can 

tind nothing in his Conferences (p. 170. or el{ewhere) to take off, or 

xctra& this Concelſion. From whence by a Parity of Reaſon, I think, 

it will follow, that when Miniſters are wrongfully cjected, and catiout 

of their publick Miniſterial Station for not conforming in unlawful or 
ſufpe&ed Practices, their having diſtin& Aſſemblie+ becomes neceſſi- 
xy, at leaſt, if there be any need of their Minittry. And whether this 
be not the preſent caſe, I would leave it to indifferent, unprejudiced 
Minds to judg. When alſo the Canon ipſo faio excommunicarteth all 
Lay and Clergy who ay they take Conformity to be Sin. 

' Now I proceed on with the Doctor. 

P. 21. But that I may do it more convincingly, I will not make the difer- 
ence wider than it #8. 

This Llike well, as tending to Peace and Union. And it is his Ad- 
vice to his Diſſenting Brethren (Serm. p. 5G.) Not to inflame the Peiles 
heats, by making their differences with the Church of ' ngland to appear 
greater than they are. Now I heartily with, he may follow his own 
Rule, Surely, we agree in far more and preater matters, than we dit- 
f-r in, We are one with the Church of England in all the neceſſary 
points. of Faith and Chriftian Practice, We are one with the Churci 
of England, as to the ſubſtance, and all necefary parts of God's wy 
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pear to us'as things at leaft to be ſuſpeed, and yet they are obtruded 


and impoſed with as much rigor and ſtridtneſs, as if they were mott: 


highly-neceflary. 


Churches. 

Anſ. They cannot yeild that all Pariſh- Churches are true Churches 
or every Pariſh-Priett a true Miniſter. Are there none in place fo la- 
mcntably ignorant, ſo wotully idle, ſo looſe and groſly profane, that 
the Doctor would be aſhamed to own, as Perſons tit to be truſted with 
the diſpenſation of God's Holy Ordinances, and with the care of pre- 
cious Son's ? Now will the Doctor allow them to have private Aſſem- 
blies in ſuch places, under ſound Teachers, © where otherwiſe their 
Souls are im danger to periſh for lack of knowledg/? 

y Ibid.. They do not deny that we bave all the Eſſentials of true Chuvches, 
S irue Dofrine, true Sacraments, .and an implicite Covenant between Paſtors: 
[= and People. | 

They will not grant ſomuch of all Pariſh-Churches. Are there none. 


f- 

" In place unable to teach, that know not ſound Doctrine? Are there: 
n Wl none that teach corrupt Doctrine? It there be but one,or never fo few 
ol blind Guides 3 if but one Heretick, Socinian, &c, or never fo few ef . 
ik, {WW them 3 they are too many, But I doubt it may not be ſaid, there are 
out WM none ſuch, no, not one. And are there none brought mm quite againſt 

| or {thePcoples conſent ? and is there yet an implicite Covenant betwixt ; 
ſa- Wlich and the People ? | | 

this 2, -It may ſo happen, that Churches which have all the Efſentials of. 
iced rue Churches, may ſet down ſuch, terms. of Communion, as ſome 
h all {cannot ſubmit to without. Sin. In which caſe it may be no Sin,to ſe- 


rate from trize Churches. Non-Communion is no Sin, where one 
not. have Communion without Sin. 

P.22,: Who could have imagined otherwiſe than that — they ſhould have 
a with us in what themſelves judged to be lawful, .and in many caſes a 
my ? 


Peoples WH What they judg to be lawful, and in-many caſes a Duty, will not -. 
appe3* WWove it a neceſſary Duty at all times, and out .of thoſe caſes which. :; 
s 0wN Wake it ſo. i] 

we dil- Bl Ibid. Scarce any of their Preachers —come ordinarily — _ 

.ceſſar) Wl If Preachers come not ordinarily to the publick Congregations, to: - 
Churc® Wir, ſuppoſing they have a warrantable Call to preach unto others 


re is this to be faid for it, which the Door. hath, (p. 31.) That 


which 
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ſhip. '- But we differ as to certain accidental Forms, and Mades, and: 
- Rites, which the Church of England cannot fay are necefſary, and aps + 


P. 21. They generally yie!d, that our Parochial Churches are true 


| Wnt (32) _ 
* _— may be a duty in one caſt, who it comes ta thwart a greater Duty, may 
i . Roe, 
* Ibid. And this is that which at preſent we lament, as a thing which ung. 
_ Dotdably tends to our common ruine, if not in time prevented, 
 - Tt feerns it ruine comes upon us, thoſe ſeparate Congregations he 
: ſpeaks of, mult have it laid at their Doors. But if we were convin- 
ced, that © the Union of the Church lies more in the Unity of Faith and 
*Afﬀection, then in Unitormity of doubtful Rites and Ceremonies (as 
the Doctor hath theexpreſſion, Ircnic. p. 121, 127.) and ſo could learn 
to exerciſe more Charity and mutual Forbearance towards each other, 
and no more bite and devour one another, both might be preſerved in 
Peace, and our common ruine prevented. Whether the tolerating of 
. Religious Aſſemblies, that differ not trom the ſtated publick Congre- 
- gations in any*thing that is neceſſary to Salvation, or <fſential to a 
Chriſtian Congregation, when both may be looked upon as Chrittian 
- Aﬀermblies, when God is truly worſhipped in both,or the ſuppreſſing of 
.. them that differ only in ſome Mode of Worlſhip.& Rites not neceſſary, 
' tendeth more to the ruine of Reli-ion, ſeemeth not hard for ſuch as 
. are unbiafſed to determine, Hath nothing been done in thoſe more 
' private Aſſemblies to ſecure and promote the true Intcreſt of Religion? 
 Hath nothing been done there to prevent Peoples running into davye- 
rous Errors? Might we not have had greiter Flocks of Quakers, &, 
had not many been ſtayed in thoſe Aﬀembles ? Have not Quake.s, 
Anabaptifis, &c, encreafed moſt, when theſe Aﬀemblics have bcen 
oſt diftutbed, when Men have been molſi zealous to diſperſe and 
ſuppreſs them? Hath nothing been done there to prevent the Growth 
of Popery ? See the Morning Lectures againti Popery. As the cjecting 
of ſo many ſound Teachers. and thruſting them out of their Pulpits 
did fo no doubt the hunting them out of their Corners would vey 
much pleaſe, gratify and encourage the common Enemy. It the D0- 
&or thinks, it was better that none of that Worlhip was pertormed to 
God, and that Souls had none of thoſe means and helps there, that 
that they ſhould not have all juſt +ccording to the Liturgy of the 
Church of England, this is a thing I would lament. On the other hand, 
it ſcems a little firange to me, how they do ſeriouſly lament our divil: 
ons, whoare yet for keeping up the Wall of Partition. betwixt them. 
and us. What could we do in compariſon of them ? We cannot for 
our Lives ſubmit to ſome things required. It ſhould not be expected 
tfom ws, unlefs'they would have us lie and difſemble with God an 
Man : but if indeed they would have us one with them, they may plead 
hard, that nounncceffary burthen ſhould be Jaid on us, which we car 


aus 
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not in conſcience ſubmit to, the firict impoſition whereof is never 
likely to do any good, but muſt Qill keep up the unhappy differences 
among us. As the Con-Non and Non-Con fayes, - I am well atis- 
fied that the Church will never enjoy Catholick peace but upon Ca- 
tholick terms, which-the terms of Conformity are not. 

* Yet let not our Hearts be alienated from thoſe with whom we muſt 
profeſs to-agree in the main 3 no, not though (through ſome firange 
prejudice) their Hearts ſeem hardned againſt us. Poſhbly, they might 
ſome time paſt have done much to take away the cauſe of- our dif- 
ferences: but theſe differcnces muſt continue,and our common Enemy 
takes advantaze at them3 as it ought not, ſo I hope it ſhall not 
prejudice our minds againſt our Religion, about which we differ not 
( the difference beiny but about certain. unneceſſary Additaments to 
it) And they that boaſt ſo much of their unity, have (we know) as 
great differences amovg themſelves. As about that great point of 
the Churches Infallib:lity ( the very. Corner-ſtone in their Fabrick, 
which ſhould hold all together ) they are not yct agreed where to 
place it. COON 4 


P. 23. But you may ack, IV hat then arethe grounds of the preſent Se- 


paration : ——That conſcientious Men can in ſuch a junure of affairs perſi 
in ſo obſtinate and eſtrufive da courſe of Separation ? 

Here are hard words indeed, that once ſhould not have thought 
would ever have dropt from-the Doctor's mouth or pen. But Tem- 
pora Mutantur — How juſtly it is called Separation Cin the bad ſence 
of the word) and whether it deſerves thoſe Epithetes the Doctor hath 
beſtowed on it in this Sermon, as finful, Miſchievous, Wiltul, Obftt= 
nate, Deſiructive Separation, 1s to be conſidered. As the Doctor 
(in Iren, p. 146.) grants, there was a lefſer , and an higher fort of, 
or greater Excommunication 3 ſo methinks if he would needs have it 
Separation, yet there was no neccflity for him to aggravateit, asif 
there was no difference betwixt a neccſſhtated, and wiltul, obliinate 
Separation, There may bea ſinful Separation , that is not to be called 
wilful, obſtinate Separation. Much leſs doth that'which is neccſlitated, 
deſerve to beſo called. The Door hath told us, (Tren. p. 103. ) that 
we muſt not. ? Judg every thing to deſerve the name, which is by 
* many called Schiſm. That term being (as the Learned Hales ſayes) 
* but a Theological ſcar-crow, as it is commonly uſed, *Schifm then 
* (fayes the Door ) as it imports a Separation from Communion 
with a Church-Society, is not a thing intrinſecally ahd formally evil 
* in it ſelf; but it is. capable of the differences, of good and cvil ac- 
* cording to the grounds, reaſons, ends, and Circutnſtances inducing 
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© materiality of Schiſtn 3 the foxnality of irmuſt be fetched from the 
©grounds on which it is built, m Mae 


© to ſuch a Separation. The withdrawing from Society is but the 


Now to the groundson which theſe diſtin Societies are built.1,They 
are not the ſame with thoſe on which the Separatiſts heretofore went, 
The Separatiſts held the publick Congregations to be Babyloniſh Syna- 
gogues.TheChurchof Englandwas Sodom and Egypt to them,an Whoriſh 
and Idolatrous,no true Church. They held our Miniſters to be Antichrie 
Rian,both their Entrance into, and excerciſe of their function Antichri- 
ftian. They held that ſet-forms of Prayer were Abominable in God's 
ſight. They held there was no truly conſtituted Church upon earth but 
themſelves, and thoſe that might be found of their way,(Whercin they 
were like the Donatiſts. ) On ſuch grounds as theſe they ſeparated, 
which the preſent Non-conformiſts do not hold. Now if the formality 
of Schiſm, or Separation muſt be fetch'd from the grounds of it, then 
does not the Doctor forget himſelf (Ser. p. 33.) ſaying, Do they not 


. do. the very ſame things, and in the ſame manner, that the others do ? How 


cames it then to be Separation in ſome, and not in others ? 
Thus in the negative, thoſe diſtin Aſſemblies the DoQor would 


batter down, are not built on the ſame grounds, that the proper 
Saparatiſts ſtood on. Now, 

2, I come to ſhew poſitively on what grounds I conceive they 
may ſtand. Et que non proſunt Singula, junda, juvant., And if any 
of them prove firm, So far what is built upon the ſame will ſtand 


good , whoſoever calls it a Miſcheivous and Deſtructive piece of 
Work. 


1. The Teachers (I ſuppoſe ) will fay, as the Old Non-econfor- 
miſts ( Grave Confutat. p. 35.) We delire to know by what war- 


-rant they can be accounted to be no Miniſters now, that have given 


no juſt cauſe of Deprivation, ſince the time they were ſo Sufficiently 
called to the Miniſtry. They think, it isnot in Mens power to de- 
grade them from that office, without juſt cauſe. They have their office 
and Authority to Preach the Goſpel from Chriſt, Eph. 4. 11, 12. They 
were not made Miniſters pro .tempore, And the DoGtor hath not 
proved that1 can ſee, that they have given Juſt cauſe of Deprivation. 
And then it would ſeem, they have Authority from Chriſt £ill to 
preach the Truth, which none upon earth can lawfully deprive them 
of, Fuller in his Abel Redivivus, tells us, that Bradford faid, If God 
ſhould deliver him out of Priſon, He would Preach ill, though (c- 


cretly 


35 | F 
cretly, as the times would permit him. And that Bilney after his Re- 
cantation, and repentance for it, Preached firſt privately in Houſes, 
and then in the fields, till he was apprehended and taken to Priſon. 
And fo the Old Non-conformiſts when ſilenced 'by the Biſhops, 
ſcrupled not Preaching in private Houſes, or in another Dioceſs, where 
they could be admitted, as their practice {hewed. 


2, The Teachers think there 1s great need of their ſervice and 
pains ſtillin Minifterial work , as well as when they were in place. 
Sure, there is work enough for all the ſober Contormiſts, and Non- 
conformiſts too. Indeed if they can find nothing, elfe to do, then to 
fill the people with greater Prejudices againſt Communion with the 
publick Congregations (a thing laid to their charge. p. 22.) for ought 
I know, it would beas well; it they would for ever hold their peace, 
And ſolhope the DoRor is miſtaken as to that, having been Milinfor- 
med : or however, that there are not many ſuch. But generally they 
are better employed. Sure I am , that many- Nonconformiſts have 
indeavoured, and have been the means to keep many to the publick 
Congregations, and to keep up in them a due eſteem of fober con» 
formable Preachers, who otherwiſe in all likelihood had - been quite 
turned off. 

But if indeed they 'aim at the ſame end, the: Glory of God in the 
Salvation of Souls, ( which there is no Miniſter of Chriſt, that un- 
derftands his work, and his faithful in it, but deſigneth, and deliretly 
the promoting ot ) ſhall their Brethren quartel with them for this? 
Or would the Apoſile Paul have done it , who when ſome Preached 
Chriſt even of envy and ſtrife, yet did, and would rejoyce however 
that Chriſt was Preached, P11. r. 15, 16, 18, But TI hope, it cannot 
be. thought of theſe without uncharitableneſs, but that they preach 
Chriſt of good will. And methinks, it had been better , if 
the Door, before he ſo ſeverely Cenſured and Condemned their 
Practice , had ſtaid to ſee all the Churches in Londox, &c, provided 
of ſuch Miniſters and of ſuch ſiore of them too, that there was no 
need for any to repair to. their Old Miniſters) and others like them, 
that they could fiand for no more then Cyphers. But when all the 
Pariſh-Miniſers,are not near Sufficient for ſo Populous a City, ' when 
ſuch as deferve encouragement in their Places (as Iam informed) have 
fullCongregations,can the Doctor ſay in ſober ſadneſs, that it was better 
for all the reſt to be untaught, then to be taught by ſuch as do not 
conform? Are the ſouls of ſuch multitudes of no more value. but that it 
| F 2 Tr is 
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is fit to deprive them of the ordinary means of Salvation, unleſs they 
can have them, and will be content with them juſt in ſuch a mode ? 
And. is it better that they ſhould not worſhip God together at all, 
then that they ſhould not do it juſt in ſuch a way, as yet, would not 
make the Worſhip more acceptable unto God, nor more Profitable 
to themſelves, while they could not attend on it without much diſ- 
ſatisfaction , and therefore probably not without more diſtration 
ſhould not the ſence of their Duty ( having been ſolemnly devoted, 
and ſet apart to the office and work of the Miniſtry ) together with 
the neceſlity of ſouls, engage them to hold on in their Work; not in op- 
polition to thoſe in place, but as Fellow-ſervants , lending them 
the beſt aſhſtance they can? How dare they do other , when they 
think of that account they have to make to their great Lord and 


Maſter, though Men beangry at them, though their Fellow-ſervants 
will not thank them for their pains ? 


3. As for thoſe Non-conforming Teachers in London, who with 
their Aſſemblies ( as I ſuppoſe) were eſpecially in the Doctor's cye, 
and under cenſure here, it is not unworthy of conſideration how 
loudly many of them were called on to their more ſtated Work, and 
ſolemn Meetings , by God's Thundring Judgments of Plague and 
Fixe ( as I remember Mr. Baxter takes notice, in his Plea for Peace ) 
when many Conformable Preachers thought the ſervice too hot for 
rhem.and left it. And how the Lord was pleaſed at that time to own, 
and Encourage them with his preſence, and ſucceſs in their Labours, 
I think ſhould not, and hope will not be forgotten. Neither can 1 
wonder, if many then wrouzht upon, fear to forſake the means which 
God did ſo fignally own, and bleſs to their ſouls, leſt a worſe Plague 
ſhould come unto them, leſt the Lord ſhould be provoked again to 


ſend Meſſengers of wrath to them for their ſo ill, entertaining of thoſe 
Meſſengers of Peace. | 


4. Further,as concerning the People that aſſemble with ſuch Teach- 
ers, they may have ſuch grounds as theſe. That there is an antecedent 
Obligation on Confcience to aſſemble together on the account of Chri- 
ſtianity, whether humane Laws command, or prohibit it. (As the 
DoGor hath an Expreſſion ſomewhat parallel to this,in- Power sf Excom. 
'k I2-) And that they are not fo lirictly confined to their own Parithes 

y. the Law of God, but if they are not provided for at home, they may 
and ought to look out for their Souls abroad. That ſome Pariſh-Churches 
arc not ſuflicient tocontain all, nor halt of the Pariſhioness, that «1! 


cannol 


cannot hear, if they would, and yet the Eccleſiaſtical Rules or Canons 
forbid their going to another Pariſh, That fome Pariſh-Miniſters are 
not tobe owned as Miniſters of Chriſt, There are ſome ſuch: blind 
Guides, as they that would go right, may juſtly fear to follow : Some 
like the falſe Prophets of old, that cauſed the People to err 3 their Do- 
Arine ſo unſound, that it is dangerous for People to hear them. Some 
asif they were the Miniſters of Satan, bend their Wits to pervert, and 
miſapply the Holy Scriptures, and ſet themſelves to firengthen the 
Hands of the Wicked, and to makethe Hearts of the Righteous (ad 3 
that inſtead of perſwading Men to follow atter Holineſs, rather preach 
it down. And ſome of the People are excommunicated by the Eccleſi- 
aſtical Courts, and as thty judge wrongfully, for ſuch things as will 
not bear ſuch a cenſure. And ſome again look upon themſelves as 
excommunicated ipſo fafo by the Eccleſiaſtical Canons. And ſuch be- 
ing wrongfully catt out of Communion with the Parochial Congrega- 
tions, by what the DoQtor hath granted (Irenic. p. 124.) are necel- 
ſitated to ſeparate, and join with others that dare not deny them the 
priviledges which by the poſitive Laws of Chriſt are their right, thus 
unavoidably becomes their Duty. Again, divers judg it their Duty to 
cleave to their old Miniſters. They are not ſatisfied, that that Act 
which turned them out of their Livings and Pulpits, did, or could 
quitenull their Minifiry,and immediately deſtroy the Relation betwixt 
| them and their People. They were lawful Paſtors before, and had 
| done nothing that they know worthy of degrading and deprivation, 

and ſo for ought they know, they are rightfully ſt1]l what they were 
before» Hence they make it a queſtion, whether thoſe cjected Paſtors, 
| or ſuch as without any conſent of theirs, and the People entred into 
their charge, be the Encroachers ? And whether thoſe that quite de- 
| ſert their old Minitters, or they that fill adhere to them, do better ? 
{ They doubt not but ſuch are true Miniſters of Chriſt fill, ſuch as he 
| hath qualified, and called to the Office, and whoſe Miniliry he hath 
| owned, and bleſſed with ſucceſs, and tilldoth. They dare not but 
own them as Miniſters of Chriſt, and cannot but hewail it as a Sin of 
| the Times, that they have been, and are ſo much diſowned, They 
conclude, that if they are true Minifters ftill, it 1s their duty fill to 
Ve preach the Goſpel, as they have opportunity, and conſequently that it 
may be the duty of ſome to hear them, Again, one thing more, it 


” may be ſome have met with that which the Doctor faith ( Iren.p.109.) ; 
1ay upon the Queſtion, © Whether ina time when Churchesare divided, it 
beg ' be a Chriſtians duty to communicate with any of thoſe Parties which 
1 | divide the Church? — A caſe not hard to be decided (lays he) — By 


© ycrtue 
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WS © OR 
< yertue of his general Obligation to Communion, he is bound ta ad. 
© here to that Church which appears moſt to retain its Evangelical Pu- 
© rity.——But ſappoſing (them alike impure) either he hath joyned 
© formerly with one of them, or (not) — lt he be joined already with 
<that Church, and ſees no other but as impure as that, he is bound to | 

© declare againſt the impurity of the Church— Now they will think Þ : 
this Rule, or Advice of the Doctor's impraGicable, that they ſhould 
declare againſt the impurity of the Church, and ſo continue Commu- 
nion with it 3 for if they judg any of its impurity lying in the Book of 
Common: Prayer, the Church hath provided, that whoſoever declares 
againſt it, ſhall be cut off immediately from her Communion. So Canon WM þ 
4. faith, Whoſoever ſhall hereafter affirm, that the Form of God's 


Worſhip in the Church of England, eſtabliſhed by Law, and contained W 
in the Book of Common-Prayer and Adminiſiration of Sacraments, is Wy «, 
a corrupt, ſuperſtitious, or unlawful Worſhip of God, or containcth bj. 
any thing init that is repugnant to the Scriptures, let him be excom- Wt ;. 


municated ipfo faffo. Thus ſuch would be excommunicated forth- 
with by the Sentence of the Church in her Canons, without any need | 
of further Sentence in her Courts: how then can a Man declare againlt WM cc: 
the impurity of the Church, and yet hold Communion with her? And 


further they may think, it follows from the Doctor's own Words, that = 
if a Man ſees another Church not ſo impure, (and that comes nearer ; 
to the primitive Conſtitution, as p. 110.) he ſhould chuſe to join with p 
that Church. But here it may be the Doctor would fay (as Confe- Chin 


rences, þ, 149,) © There are many things in it | his:Irenicum | which if 
© Dr, Stilling fleet were to write now, he would not have ſaid'3 for there 
* are ſome things which ſhew his Youth, and want of due Confidera- 
© tion : others which he ycilded too far, &'c. And I am content that 
this ſhould not be admitted without due caution, and conſideration, 
that it ſhould have ſome limitations. But thus you have fome of the 
grounds, whereon theſe diſtin& Aſſemblies ſtand, Ez valeant quantun 
valere debent. 


And when the Doctor aggravates the Crime, that it ſhould be thus 
[in ſuch a jun&ure of Aﬀairs, | methinks, it might have been expected 
of him, having ſuch a zeal for the Churches Peace, and an happy U- 
- nion, that he could be contented to be made a Sacrifice, if thereby he might 
cloſe up the Breaches among us (as he ſays in Epiſt. Dedic.) I ſay, it might 
have been expected, that in ſucha junture of Aﬀairs when he preach- 
ed before the Parliament, he would put in ſome good Word, for the 
taking off thoſe unneceſſary Impoſitions, whictrare indeed the. Appe 

_—_— 


(39) 


of Contention, the main cauſe of our Diviſions, And ſuch a Motion 
(eſpecially had. it taken) might have procured him as great Renown 


P. 23. When he ſays of the Protcſtant Religion, 1 never expect to ſee 
it ſurvive the deſtruCtion of the Church of England. | 
I doubt not, his meaning_is,that it would not ſurvive hereamongſt 
us. But if by the Church of England, he meaneth the Church under 
the preſent Form, and eſtabliſhed Rule (as his word is : ) as if there 
| could be no alteration of that, without the deſtruction of the Proteſtant 
| Religion, I would only have theſe two things enquired into here,viz. 
Whether had we not the Proteſtant Religion in England ſometime 
without, and before this eftabliſhed Rule (which was ſince his Maje- 
liy's Reſtauration ?) many Years we were without any ſuch Rule eſta- 
bliſhed. And whether the Proteſtant Religion hath not been preſerved 
In other Countries, without having this ſame Rule eſtabliſked ? 


P. 24. The Doctor citeth Mr. Baxter there, and elſewhere, where= $4 
of I ſhall take little notice, concluding that he will anſwer for himſelf, & 
unleſsit be judged that the Door is anſwered already in what is writ- 'Þ 

ten, In Sacrilegious Deſertion, Plea for Peace, and Wayto Concord, i 


 P.25, And what Ground cax they have to ſeparate and divide thoſe 
Churches 2 —— | 

Perhaps they may be ready to retort here, Dr. Manton's Church, 
Mr. Calamy's Church, &*c. before Ang. 24. 62. were true Churches, 
and what ground had others to ſeparate and divide thoſe Churches ? 
Not ſuch as are neceſſitated to withdraw, but they that force them to 
It, are the great Church-dividers. 


P. 26, It is poſſible, at firſt, there might be no more Chriſtians in one City bl 
han could meet in one Aſſembly for Worſhip, 8c. 4a 
$ particular Congregations ſeem firft, Ordine Nature Conſtitwentis 3 bl | 
$ Families before Cities, and Kingdomes, Yet Iam not againſt a jy 
ub-ordination of Particular Congregations unto their Authority as o 
ry conjoyned, and exerting it ſelf according to Scripture- al 
ue, 


P.27, Why then ſhould not Churches be reduced to particular Families, 

ey by that means they may fully enjoy the Liberty of their Conſciences, and 

Va the Scandal of breaking the Laws ? | , 
canaar of or Ls 


| | (40) 
| - But their conſciences tell them, that Family-Worſhip is not all the 
Worſhip God requires. And the Doctor himfelf. has told them 
( Iren. p. 109. ) Every Criſtian is under an obligation to-joyn in Church. 
Society with others. And as touching the Scandal of breaking the 
Laws, that Able Lawyer before Praiſed ( whoſoever he was ) - tells 
them that the words of. the Law cannot. with reaſon and Charity be 
underſtood. and conſtrued, as intended againlta real truly Chriſtian 
exerciſe of Religion (p.3-) His reaſon is, Becauſe I ſuſp:& (ayes he) 
that ſuch an Intcrpretation would make the Statute a Nullity (N, B, ) 
in it ſelf; for. that all Caſuiſts, Lawyers and Divines do agree, That 
every Law made againſt the Law of God, 1s null ( ipſo fad») asto 
any obligation of Conſcience. And how harfh would it be ( as 
he ſayes) to make ſuch a conſtruction of the words, If any 
perſon or perſons above the number: tour , ſhall worſhip God truly 
and ſincerely in other manner, &c. {hall incur the Penalty - of the 


Oe EP Rn: 


818 P. 27, 28, The Doctor would make the world believe, that it is 
1140 paſt controverſie, when the Apoſiles planted -a Church ; they put 
the ſame under the care and government of a Biſhop and Presbyters: 
Whether he thought ſo when he wrote his Irenicum, let any man of 
reaſon read and judg. He had not then diſcovered any ſuch diltinQion 
of officers, in the Jews Synagogues. And this he lays there © asa foun- 
© dation(p. 239-)that the Apoſiles in the forming of Churches did ob- 
ſerve the cultoms cf the Fewes Synagogues.For he cites Grotins, Totum 
bt © Regimen Eeclefiarum Chriſti conformatum fuit ad Synagogarum Exemplar, 
348 Withothers. And(p. 252.)*All order is not power,nor power juridical, 
Mitt © nor all juridical power a ſole power, therefore it is a meer Paralogiſm 


* would fetcha perpetual neceſſity of Juriſdiction: in one above the El 
© ders joyned with him,&c. And I cannot ſee that what is here ſaid, did 
either ſhew his youth, or want of due Conſideration, Methinks, It 
is very gravely ſpoken, not unbecoming a Doctor of the Chalr, 
And ſee what he ſayes,( p. 276.) © As tothe matter itſelf, I believe up* 
© on the firiceſt enquiry Meding's judgment will prove true, That 
Terome, Auſtin, Ambroſe, Sedulius, Primaſius , Theodoret , Theaphyla, 
*were all of Aezrius his Judgment as to the identity of both name and 
* cxder of Biſhops and Presbyters in the primitive Church, &c. 


If I thought this would not ſuffice, you ſhould ha" 
| mot: 


WHY * in any fromorder to infer power, or from a Delegated power by con- | 
Ws1 <{ent,to infer a Juridical power by divine rightzor laſtly,from a power in ] 
"AY *commnon with others, to deduce a powerexcluding others. All which / 
Li l * they are guilty of, who meerly from the name of an Archiſynagogu , 


m=_ 


[4] 


more: How few of his diſſenting Brethren yet, with Acrins would 


ſeparate from the Church, meerly upon this account, that it hath 
Biſhops? An Epiſcopus preſes would generally be allowed of : 
thongh an Eccleſiaſtical order of Presbyters, that are not Biſhops, 
1s not found in Holy Scripture, (as Mr. Corber. Churck-Unity, p.z. ) 
Pag. 29. If we look over the ancient Canons of the Church, we ſhall 
nd two things very plain in them. 1. That the notion of a Church was 
the ſame with that of a Dioceſs;, or ſuch a number of Chriſtians as were 
under the inſpection of a Biſhop. | I haye not time to look over the 
ancient Canons now : but if we look over all the Books of the New 


Teſtament, we ſhall not find a Dioceſan Church there. The Door 


could find no ſuch thing in the Text, At. 20. 28. Take heed to your 
ſelves (ſpoken to the Elders of the Church of Epheſus, v. 17.) and 
fo the . flock, over which God hath made you overſeers, £mMC TS, Bi- 


ſhops : which the DoCtor improves againſt our Congregational Men, ' 


(Irenic. p.349-,) ButI cannot ſee how it makes for Dioceſans, who 
are for one Biſhop in a Dioceſs. They are for many Churches un- 
der the inſpe&ion of one Biſhop ; whereas this Text ſpeaksof one 
Church under the inſpection of many Biſhops. I think no ſuch thing 
will be made appear from the Government of the Jewiſh Syna- 
gogues, which the DoCtor would have laid as a foundation. And 
ſpeaking of the increaſe of the Churches power, he faith, ( 1renic. 
p. 374+) Nothing canbe more evident, than that it aroſe not from any di- 
vine inſtitution, but only from Poſitive and Eccleſiaſtical Laws, &c. And 
as to Church-Government, we may find ſome Churches without Biſhops for- 
a long time, ſome but with one Biſhop in a whole nation, many Cities with- 
out any, where Biſhops were common; many Churches diſcontinue Biſhops 
for agreat while where they had been ;, no certain rule obſerved for model- 
ling their Dioceſſes where they were ſtill continued, Will not all theſe things 
make it ſeem very improbable that it ſhould be an Apoſtolical Inſtitution, that 
10 Church ſhould be without a Biſhop, 

2. P.29.That thoſe Presbyters who rejetted the authority of their Biſhop,or 
affeited ſeparate meetings, where no fault conld be found with the doltrine 
of a Church, were condemned of Schiſm, | Now 1. The Doctor ſet- 
ting this down with approbation, muſt grant, when fault may be 
found with the DoCtrine of a Church, ſeparate Meetings are not to 
be condemned of Schiſm. 2. If he will allow of ſeparate Meet- 
mzs when the Doctrine of a Church 1s corrupted, by a parity of 
reaſon, he ſhould allow them, if the Worſhip be corrupted - and 
then there may be ſome other account and reaſcn to juſtifie ſeparate 


Meetings, beſides that which the Doctor here takes notice of. Yet 
| G wil 
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will not ſay, that any the leaſt corruption in Worſhip, or Error in. 
Doctrine is a ground for ſeparation; though if our aſſent to the 
leaſt error, or approbation of the leaſt corruption be required, as. 
a condition of having communion, that will warrant Separation. 
3. Sometimes Biſhops were ſet up againſt Biſhops, and each party 
ſtriving for their own, would not have communion with the other. 
This 1s that which Cyprian calls Erigere Altare contra Altare, as the - 
Learned Hales ſays, ( p. 222. ) In which caſe it might happen, that 
neither part were free from the guilt of Schiſm. 4. The Dottor 
cannot ſay of his diſſenting Brethren, that they affe&t ſeparate 
Meetings; but indeed aredriventothem. It is no joy to them to. 
be in ſtatu ſeparato: but they do more delire, than hope to have 
dividing terms and impoſitions taken. away.- I could wiſh a due 
comprehenſion. was offered them, totry whether they affect ſeparate 
Meetings. 5.If the DoCtor ſhould look oyer the ancient Canons uf 
the Church again, I very much queſtion whether he canfind ſuch 
things impoſed upon.the Presbyters, -as are-now impoſed, without 
ſubmitting to which, they might not exerciſe their office, 

P. 29.So the Followers of Euſtathius Sebaſtenus, who withdrew from 
the publick, Congregations on pretence of greater ſanitity and purity, in 
Paphlagonia, were condemned by the Councilat Gangre. | Yet hetells 
us, Tremic.p. 65. . The Concilium Gangrenſe condemned Eulſtathius 
Sebaſtenus for making a neceſſity of diverſity of habits, amonz Chriſtians, 
for their profeſſion, 3% TW «ox4av, A worthy pretence of ſandti- | 
ty and ftrictneſs. But indeed the Council had more to ſay to Eu- - 
ſtackins and his Followers, than thatwhich the Doctor takes notice 
of: As is tobe ſeen in the Epiltle prefixed to the Aﬀts of that Coun- 
cil. (Carranza..p. 65, &c. )) They condemned 'Marriages,. and 
thereupon many Womenleft their own Husbands; and Husbands 
forſook their Wives, profeſling continence, which when they could 
not retein, they committed Adultery. Indeed they deſpiſed com- 
man Garments, and took up new and ſtrange habits. Strange in- 
deed, while the women went in.mens Apparel: yea, they would cut 
their hair like men, and placed Religion in theſe things to boot. 
This and more1is to. be {een there. : Their: errors. both in opinion 
and practice were very groſs, which the Council takes notice of, and 
condemns, 

Ibid. So were thoſe who ſeparated from their Bifhops, though other- 
wiſe never ſo orthodox, by the Council at Conſtantinople, and the Coun- 
cil at Carthage. ] If I had time to ſearch, I make no doubt but 

the caſes of thoſe condemned would be found yallly different "_ 
| Tlie 
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the caſe of the preſent Non-conformiſts, that are caſt out for no 
crime they know of, and then condemned for affefting ſeparation, 
when others have caſt them out ſore againſt their wills. The U2- 
ctor knows how long Chryſoſtomes Followers withdrew themſ:!vcs 
fromcommunion with the Biſhops, and though he would not .om- 
mend the act, yet he ſpeaks ſmall, and leaves it doubtful, Trenic.p.1 10. 
But he was ſatishcd to clear Ferome there, who ſuſpended communi= 
on with three Biſhops for a time. But ſuch a Conncil as thought 
Fohn Chryſoſtome deſerved to be depoſed, would no doubt condemn 
the Fohanmtes, his Followers, that would ſtill flock after him. And 
it what Socrates relates of them be true, that they ſet the Church 
on fire, which ended not there, but alſo burnt down the Senators 
Court, fuch an action none can juſtifie. But bleſſed be God, our 
Diſſenters cannot be juſtly charged with ſuch turbulency ; neither 
will they be found the men that ſet the Church on fire. 

P. 29. If the Doctor will have the practice of Difſenters compa= 
red to the Novatian Schiſm ({ which he there mentioneth ) Mr. 
Corbet hath obviated him, Of Church-Unity, p. 42, 43. | 

Ib. & p. 30. To that which he ſaith there, [7 do not remember one 
ſtance in Antiquity, wherein ſeparating from Orthodox Biſhops, and 
ſetting-up Meetings without their anthority, and againſt their conſent, 
was acquitted from the ſin of Schiſm. |] 1 would turn that of 
Mr. Baxter, (Sacrilegious Deſertion, p. 45.) Prove you, if you can, 
that on Auguſt 24, 1662, they were degraded, or theſe true 
Churches diſſolved on any reaſon, which any Churches for fix hun- 
dred years after Chriſt would own. | | 

I only add this, that admitting what the DoCtor would have here, 
it wif unayoidably follow, that it is poſlible the Church may tuf- 
fer moſt under Orthodox Biſhops. As if aSet of theſe ſhould ever 
happen to takea diſtaſte againſt preaching, and ſo injoynonly the 
reading of ſuch Homilies as they thought fit in Churches, and take 
ſuch order, that if any Miniſter preached, the Oifcers ſhould puli 
him down; now if it would be the ſin of Schiſm to ſet up other 
Meetings without their authority, and againſt their conſent , 
might it not be better for the Church that they were Hereticks, and 
for impoſing falſe Doctrine, whereby Miniſters and People might 
be excuſed in their ſeparation. - 

P. 30. The Doctor ſeems to allow of the ſeparate Meetings of 
the Joamnites, or Followers of S. Chryſoſtom, after his Baniſhment, 
and the coming in of Arſacis, they being unſatisfied in his choice - 
but this he thinks far from juſtifying = willful ſeparation of Now 
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and people from the communon of their Biſhops, when they 9" aorta 
ſame faith. ] But the Doctor might have given'it- a ſofter term, 
than |[ willful ſeparation. | ' Arſacins had governed the Church of 
Conſtantinople before Chryſoſtom, ( as Socrates: ) {0 the people had - 
trial of both. They were not ſatisfied with the depoſing of Chry- 
ſoſtom, or with the coming in of Arſacizs. - So are many ulatisfied 
with the putting out of their old Paſtors, and with the manner of 
the coming in of their Succeſſors. Might they ſee thoſe Miniſters - 
reſtored to thoſe publick places, the world ſhould ſee then they 
were not for ſeparate Meetings. . 4criores hoc ſeculo inter Eccleſie - 
Dottores lites fuerunt, quam unquam ante ( as Hottinger. ſacul. ſeu cap. 
5.ſett. 1. p.239.255, 256.) LT here were ſharper contentions among 
the Teachers of the Church in- that age, than ever. Jerome writes 
againſt Ruffinus. Epiphanius grievouſly falls out, with Chryſoſtors, be- 
cauſe he would not condemn Origer's Works. Ferome and. 4:/t:7 
had a great. conteſt about the Apoſtle Paul reproving Perer. Cyril, 
Biſhop of Alexandria, and 'Fohn of Antioch depoling one another. 
And a. Council-depoſed Chryſoſtow. Here was ſad work indeed : 
when the Guides and Paſtors of a Church divide, and go ſeyera! 
ways, Schiſfns cannot be avoided; but let them look to it, that are 

thecauſes thereof. - 

P.30.31. As to what follows there, I am of the Doors mind, 
that we ſhould not be for breaking all in pieces, if we cannot have all 
to our mind, andas we judge tobe moſt agrecable to the Scripture- 
role. But this makes nothing azainſt thoſewho could ſubmit to a 
Form and Modelof Government, - they judge not agrecable to the 
primitive Plat-form; provided they be not required to profeſs and 
Jctlare contrary to what they- believe, and to practiſe what they 
doubt of, which in them would certainly be a fin. .And would not 
Diſſenters generally bear with the practice of others (for peace- 
ſake) might they be diſpenſed with, as to their own practice ? 
where it would: be no fin for others to diſpenſe with them, but it 
would be a {in for them to prattiſe what-they ſuſpect to be unlaw- 
ful. This*the Doctor ſhould have conſidered. And I would fain 
know, whether the like can be ſaid of thoſe Schiſmaticksof old, 
who ſeparated from their Orthodox Biſhops. 

Ibid. Ir is moſt certainly our duty to preſerve peace and unity among 
Chriſtians: and -it 1s impoſſible ſo to do, if men break, all orders in pieces 
for the fangy they have takenup of a primitive Plat-form. .) O that it 
was ſeriouſly thought on by thoſe who are ſo ready to-charge others 
with breach of Peace, Unity and Order , that it is their __ 

S WE 
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well to do what in them lieth to promote the ſame. Then is it not 
their: duty to do what they can to remoye unneceſſary dividing 
terms? Men may pleaſe themſelves in talking for peace and unity; 
but howcan weever hope for peace in the Church, while unneceſſary 
things, toay no more, that to many conſcientious men ſeem unlaw- 
ful, are enforced as it they were things highly neceſlary ? 

' Such Orders are tho caule of our Diſorders, and were better bro- 
ken, and laid aſide, than kept up. 

P. 31. Jtis a great fault among ſome who pretend great niceneſs 12 
ſome poſitive auties, that they nave ſo little regard to comparative duties : 
for that which may be a duty in one caſe, when it comes to thwart a preat- 
er duty, may be none. | And ſuppoſe it a duty for Church-Govern- 
ours in ſome caſes to keep up their own Rules and Orders, yet may 
it not ceaſe to be ſo when it comes to thwart a greater duty? And 
isit not a greater duty to ſce that God's Worſhip be kept up, than 
tokeepuptheir own Orders? And if all the Conformable Mini- 
iters1n London are not enovgh to inſtruct the people there, is it not 
a <1 to ſuſter: Non- conformiſts to preach, { who cannot, dare nor 
contorm j rather than becauſe ot their not conforming, to hinder 
10 many, who might be getting good by them 2 If God will have 
mercy, and not ſacrifice ſometimes; ſhould not thoſe that profeſs to 
rule for God, be rather for no Service-Book, no Surplice, cc. than 
that many ſhould have no publick Worſhip, no Preaching, none of 


God's Ordinances diſpenſed to them? Thus may not the Gove! - | 


nors of the Church ſay, applying the Doftors words home to therr- 
ſelves : Can we think, that a duty lying upon us, which in our Circumſtan- 
ces makes a far greater duty impratticable * Is 1tnot more our duty, 
to take care, that the people may have ſound doctrine taught, and 
the way of Salvation held iorth tothem, and that they worſhip God 
as he has. commanded ; than that we ſo-ſtiffily ſtand for our own Ce- 
remonies, with other things, that he has not commanded ? 

P. 31, 32. Is there any thing Chriſt and his Apoſtles have charged more 
ox the conſeiences of all Chriſtians, than ſtudying to preſerve peace and 
wity among Chriſtians * ] If this be charged upon all Chriſtians, 
then I hope, they are concerned in the charge, as well as others. 
And then how dothey ſtudy to preſerve the peace and unity of the 
Church, .that.lay the ſame on things unneceſſary, and ſuch, where- 
1 it cannot. be expected, that all good Chriſtians ſhould ever agree? 
Opmionum diverſitas & opinantium unitas non ſunt GL OVSUTRE. With- 
out the ſtrict impoſing of ſuch things ( which men either have no 


power to impoſe, or howeyer might ſafely let alone,and forbear to 
impole } 
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impoſe ) we might ſooner be at peace, and agreed. 
Again, without doubt, it is no lels:a duty to indeayour topro- 
mote Faith and Holineſs, than to ſtudy to preſerve Peace and Unity. 
The wiſdom that 1s from above 1s firſt pure, - then peaceable. If 
- peace cannot be had, without theloſs of truth and purity, without 
offering violence unto, and defiling conſcience, there is no remedy 
in this caſe, but we mult be content to bid farewel to peace. Bur 
indeed that is the beſt and ſureſt peace and unity, which is founded 
inthe truthand purity of Religion. And I ſhould neyer hope for 
an happy peace to be obtained by ſuch a method and.means, as have 
- no tendency to Holineſs, but would debauch the Conſciences of 
many. As ſhould greatly wonder, ſuppoſing all the Non-conſor- 
miſts in Encland did now knock oft from all Miniſterial Work for 
peace-ſake, if that peace could be bleſt, which would bringa curſe 
- with it to the ſouls of many, thus deprived of the ordinary means of 
grace and knowledge. PS 
 Pag. 32. When the Doctor ſays that [| For the fake of peace and 
unity weare commanded to prattiſe meekneſs, humility, patience, ſelf-de- 
 nial, and ſubmiſſion to Governors. | ' It mindeth me of apaſlage in 
Mr. Corbet,, Church-Unity, p. 56. © The Conſcientious that are wil- 
&« ling. to bid high for peace, ( yet) cannot reſign their Conſciences 
' ©tothe wills of men; and humility and ſoberneſs doth not oblige 
« them to act contrary to their own judgments out of reyerence to 
<© their ſuperiors; they cannot help themſelves but their ſuperiors 
& may. With which take along that which the DoCtor hath, ( 7re- 
mic. p. 118.) If it be ſaid, that men are bound to be ruled by their Go- 
wvernors, in determining what things are lawful, and what not ? To this it 
is anſwered, firſt, no true Proteſtant can ſwear blind abedience to Church- 
' Governors in all things. It is the higheſt Uſurpation to rob men of the 
liberty of their judgments, &&c. And ee more to the purpoſe, p. 1 19. 
Ibid. As nothing tends more to unite mens hearts, than joyning in the 
ſame Prayers and Sacraments ; ſo nothing doth more alienate mens affetti- 
ons, than withdrawing from each other into ſeparate Congregations. | 
And therefore the Doctor did well to propound it from Mr. Hales 
{ Irenic. p. 120. ) As a remedy to prevent Schiſm, to have all Liturgties 
and publick, Forms of Service ſo framed, as that they admit not of parti- 
cular and private fancies, but contain only ſuch things in which all Chri- 
ſtians do agree. Andtill then as much mutual forbearance and chari- 
ty as can be, ſhould be ſhewed towards one another. And why 
might not the Congregations of Conformiſts, and thoſe of Non- 
conformiſts bear with one another, as the Churches of the Jews, 


and 
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and thoſe of the Gentiles wereto do, that might happen to be di- 


ſtin& in the ſame City. As theDoCtor ſays, Irenic. p. 237.) I deny 


not but at the meeting of Paul and Peter at Jeruſalem, wher they obſeru= 


ed how God did bleſs the one moſt in the Circumciſion, the other in the Un» 
circumciſion, there was an agreement between them for the one to lay out his 
pains chiefly upon the Fews, and the other upon the Gentiles , and in pro- 
bability where they met in any City, the one gathered a Church of the Fews, 
and the other of the Gentiles. And what a pity is it, that Conformiſts 
and Non-conformiſts, ſuch as profeſs to aim at the ſame end as the 
propagating of the Goſpel, the good of Souls, cannot agree, that 


the work may be carried on to the beſt advantage, ſo as to gain the 


more? They that have their hearts alienated from their Brethren, 
that jump-not with them n all things,- I ſuſpect are more zealous for 
ſetting up a party, than for promoting the true intereſt of Chriſti- 


anity. . I would love and honour ſober, ſerious Conformiſts, as I 


doubt not there are many ſuch, whoſe Religion lies not all in an 
outward form, and Ceremonies. And thoughl be no Congrega-> 


tional Man, yet though Iknow many of them coyld not be ſatisfied | 
to joyn with ſuchas I am, Iwould not that my heart and affe&tions - 


ſhould bealienated from them, who I believe do. many of them fin- 
cerely ſerve God in their way. And I think they do better, than 


ſuch as would hinder them from ſerving God at all, unleſs in a way - 


that is contrary totheir Judgment; or ſuch as: would yield to mens 
will againſt their own judgments here. 

P. 32. Which tempts ſome to ſpiritual pride, and ſcorn and contempt 
of others. ] OF which ſo far as any of us are guilty, I wiſh we may 


ſee our ſin, and be athamed. To pity and pray for others, whom 


we may think outof the way in ſomethings, were a great deal fit- 
ter for Chriſtians, than to ſcorn and contemn them. And if we fear 
there is too much formality in'many, have wenot cauſe to reilect on 
our ſelves? How ſlighty dead and formal are we often in holy du- 
ties? Tf we ſuſpe&t ſome corrupt mixtures in publick Worſhip, 
haye we not cauſe: to look home, and to be humbled? Is there no 
mixture atallof pride, hypocriſte, or worldly diſtrafting thoughts, 
with our Religions Services? - 

P. 33. — Ard provokes others to lay open the follics, and indifcreti- 
ons, and immoralities of thoſe who pretend to ſo much purity and ſpiritu- 
ality above their Brethren. ] | As for thoſe who pretend to ſo much 
purity and ſpirituality above others, and yet are guilty of plain im- 
moralities, for me let them be laid open. - I have nothing to plead 
for them. But 1 ſhould baye ſo much charity for the Doctor, that 


ke 
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he would be very tender, how.he laid open the weakneſſes of 02 


thers, to expoſe Religion it ſelf to ſcorn. © As: he ſays ( Anſwer 


to ſeveral Treatiſes,p.6.)Have I made the prattice of true devotion ridi- 
culons, and the real expreſſions of piety, the ſubject of ſcorn and deriſion ? 
I wiſh thoſe that have been guilty this way, could {ee their error 
and recant. | 

P. 33.——For they ſay that cauſleſs renouncing communion with true 


Churches is Schiſm, eſpecially if it be joyned with ſetting up Anti-church- , 


es unwarrantably againſt them | For this Mr. Baxter iscited (Way 
of Concordpart. 3.ch.1.ſeit. 40.p.13. ) Anditisa wonder how the 
Doctor could. oyer-look what follows (in the ſame Page, ſect. 43. 
The greateſt aud commoneſt Schiſm is by dividing Laws and Canons, which 
cauſleſly ſilence Moniſters,: ſcatter Flocks, and decree the unjuſt Excom- 
munication of Chriſtians, -and deny communion to thoſe that yield nat to 
ſinful, or unneceſſary uÞ made terms of Communion, &c. This was ſpo- 
ken of betore. 
Houſe, or the like, the better to make their eſcape, have cried out 
az loudly as any, Turn the Thief, turn the Thief. The Papiſts 


_ cry out againſt us as Schiſmaticks, when they ace the Schiimaticks 


themſelves.. 

Ibid. This is not dealing with us with that fairneſs and ingenuity which 
our former Brethrea uſed; for they avow the fait of ſeparation, but deny 
22 to be ſinful, theſe owning it to be ſinful have no other refuge left bit to 
deny the fait, which ts evident to all perſons.) : 

The Doctor had been newly before muſteringhis Forces again 
thoſe of the Congregational Way; I am glad to ſee them part 10 
fairly, that aſter all he can call them Brethren. Here now 
he is charging thoſe of the Presbyterian Perſwaſion, or ſo repu- 
ted. And he chargeth them home, that they deal not with that 
fairneſs and ingenuity as others. And yet I queſtion not, but he 
had newly before the penning of this Sermon, read Mr. Corbet; for 
he takes notice of his late Piece ) whom conſult ( Of Church-Unity, 
p. 30, Cc. ) It is no Schiſm, as he ſays, but a Duty not to adhere 
£0 an unity of external order ſo ſet and urged,as that it tends to the 
deſtruction or notable detriment of Faith and Holineſs, which are 
theend of all Chnrch-Order. The meansare good in reference to 
tieir end, and mult never be uſed in a way deſtruCtive to it. So 
he.: and does not Reaſon and Religion both ſay the ſame ? ( And 
P- 33+ 34. ) © There 1s a great difference between inimical Separa- 
**710N, like Sedition in a Common-wealth, and Segregation upon 
* neceilary cauſes without breachof Charity. — The fcope here- 
#39 , - of 


hey ſay, ſome, after breaking and robb!::g an 
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of isnot to ſet up Churches againſt Churches, but either occaſional 
and temporary Aſſemblies, or at the moſt, but divers Churches di- 
ſtinguiſhed by their ſeveral places of Aſſembling, or by diverſity of 
external order, as the allowed Congregations of Foreigners in 
London, are diſtinguiſhed fromthe Pariſh Churches. Now may not 
others ſay, that the Doctor dealeth not here with the fairneſs and 
ingenuity, which might have been expected, to take no notice 
-- hereof? 

' But methinks, this is amarvellous ſtrange thing, that they ſhould 
be repreſented asnot fair and ingenuous, for not being ingenuous. 
Is this a fault in them, that they are unwilling to make their differ- 
ences with the Church of Erg/andappear greater than they are? A 
fault which the Doctor himlelf afterwards ( p. 56: ) adviſeth them 
to take heed of. And it is good advice. So methinks he ſhould 
forgive them this wrong. Or isthis a fault in them, that they are 
at no farther diſtance from the Church of England ? I hope the 
Doctor cannot think ſo. Isit notan argument of their tender- 
neſs, candor and ingenuity, that they ſoreadily acknowledge what 
Is good even in thoſe they differ from,that they are for narrowing 
the difference all they can? This the Doctor would have. 

P. 33. But ſays he, the fat of Separation is evident to all. 
For do they not do the ſame things, and in the ſame manner that the other's 
ao? How comes it then to be ſeparation in ſome and not in others? |] 

Shall I tell you how it comes about ? Why, thus; becauſe what 
they do is not upon the Separatiſts Principles. And therefore in- 


prove them guilty of a ſinful ſeparation. The Doctor cannot but 
lay, that one Pariſh-Meeting is locally ſeparated from another. 
Nor will it be proved by their meeting in private houſes, and more 
obſcure places, when they can have no other. For ſo did ſome 
| Pariſh-Miniſters after the dreadful Fire in London, 1666 : whom 
yet I know the Doctor would acquit from the ſin of Separation: 
But he tells us alittle before, © They preach when and where it is for- 
bidden by Law. | Then it ſeems the DoCtor holds, that the Laiv 
muſt determine what is Schiſm and ſinful Separation, and what 1s 
dt. And then methinks it follows, that if they were not forbid- 
den by Law, their practice would be lawful, not a ſinful ſeparation. 
Now what a good and charitable Law would that be, that would 
Immediately deliver ſo many honeſt, well-meaning men from the 
guilt of ſinful ſeparation? And here what the Lawyer ſays, runs 
Miny mind, ſcil. | 1f the worſhip in it ſelf be evil, it 15 intolerable in 
"5 if good, fourſcore cannot make it evil, | H But 


*% 


&ed it is not in the ſame manner, A meer local ſeparation cannot 


: - - | 


But the Door adds, © They worſhip God, and adminiſter Sacra> 
ments by other Rules, and after a different manner than what our Church 
requires. | Now to this | would ſay, either ( as the Lawyer, who 
in ſome things ſpeaks allo like a Divine )) their Worſhip is not to 
be accounted after adifferent manner: as our Sayiour taught his Di- 
ſciples to pray, Matth. 6.9. After this manner therefore pray ye, &C. 
And ſo we muſt think, their Prayers, Ac 4. 24. &c. were according 
to the Lords Prayer, agreeing for matter, tnough they uſed not, 
the very words. Did the Diſciples of Chriit pray m any o:ku 
manner than according to the LordsPrayer ? is his queſtion upon it, 
p, 5- Orelſe 1 would ſay, their worſhipping God, though after a 
difterent manner from that which the Church of Engl4zd requires, 
will not neceſſarily prove them guilty of Separation. They may 
worſhip God according to Scripture-Rule, and after that manner 
which God allows in his word, though not juſt after the manner of 
the Church of England. Or elle laſtly, it muſt be ſaid, that Fo- 
reigners coming tolive amongſt us, ſhould be counted Separatilts, 
a French Church, or a Dutch Church Separatiſts, it they did not 
worſhip God, and adminiſter Sacraments juſt after the mode of 
the Church of Exgland : and ſo likewiſe ſome Parochial Congrega- 
tions muſt be in part guilty of the ſin of Separation, not coming up 
fu'ly to thoſe Rules, and that mode of Worſhip which the Church 
of EnzLnd hath enjoyned. 

P.33. Theya-e very unwilling toconfeſs a Separation, becauſe they have 
formerly conzemned it with. great ſeverity, and yet they do the ja 

things for which they cha-ged others, as guilty of a finful Separation. | 
Here the Doctor lcems a little uncharitable in his-cenſure. They 
cannot ſee, nor hath the Doctor proved, that what they do is tc 
ſame with waat they condemned. Ir is their grizf, that they ai 
driven to any courſe, which may at all look like ſeparation. Þ't 
who drive them toit? They dare not decline their duty for far 
ob. mens taking offence, and counting it ſeparation. The Learnzd 
and Renowned Hales (Of Schiſm, oft. p. 230.) grants Religiou 
Aſſembling beſides publick Order, in ſome caſes, not only law!u', 
but of neceſſity and duty. - And there1s not a little to he ſaid iorit 
i1 the preſent caſe. And ſuppoſe another Order and Government 
ſettled by Authority, and thoſe things injoyned, which would bcar 
as hard on their party, as theſe do upon Dillenters, I would nave 
better thoughts of ſome of them, than to imagine, that they would 

thereupon wholly lay down their Miniſtry, that whatever n-00 

there wasof th.m, they would not keepupany Aflemblies o ny 
| WW Oriump! 
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Worſhip 5 becauſe the times did notallow it. If they were inthe 
like circumſtances, ejefted by authority for Conformity, as others 
for Nonconformity, if they would look upon it as ſinful ſeparation, 
for them to act any more as Miniſters, I am much miſtaken in ma- 
ny of them. 

P. 33, 34. For the Aſſembly of Divines urged their diſſenting Bre- 
thren to comply with their Rules of Church-Government, and charged 
them with Schiſmif they did it not ; whereas they only deſired to enjoy ſuch 
liberty as to their ſeparate Congregations, as is now pleaded for by our 
aſſenting Brethren. } Thoſe Papers for Accommodation, Printed 
1648, which the DoCtor referreth unto, I have not, neither know 1 
how, or where to procure them ſuddenly. But I have this to ſay - 
1. 1 ſuppoſe his diſſenting Brethren think, there is more Scripture- 
Warrant for the Rules of Church-Goyernment offered by that Af> 
ſembly, than can be ſhewn for the eſtabliſh'd Rule now. And it 
was very ſtrange, if they who propoſed them thought not ſo; 
ſeeing they were generally Conformiſts before (very few of them 
excepted. ) Other Churches, with whom they had correſpon- 
dence, took them not for Knaves, nor Fools. And what the Do- 
ctor thought once of ſuch a Rule of Government as is eſtabliſhed, 
may be ſeen, ( 1remic. p. 414,415. ) The Epiſcopal Men will bardly 
find any evidence in Scripture, or the prattice of the Apoſtles, for Church- 
es conſiſting of many fixed Congregations for Worſhip, under the charge 
of one perſon, &c.— Then all ſuch things muſt be retrieved which were 
unqueſtionably of the primitive praitice, but have been grown out of uſe 
through the length and corruption of times. Such are the reſtoring of the 
Presbiteries of the ſeveral Churches, as the Senate to the Biſhop ——T he 
contratting of Dioceſſes into ſuch a compaſs as may be fitted for the perſonal 
mnſpeEtion of the Biſhop T he conſt ant preaching of the Biſhop —T he $0- 
lemnity of Oradinations, with the conſent of the People Tie employing 
of none 1n judging Church matters, but the Clergy. Theſe are things #t;= 
queſt.onably of the primitive praftice, and no argument can ve drawn fr ons 
the preſent ſtate of things, why they are not as much, if not more nece/- 
Jary than ever. And therefore all who appeal to the prattice of the primi- 
_ Church , muſt condemn themſelves, if they juſtifie the neglect of 
mem, 

2. Let us ſuppoſe that Aſſembly too rigid in their principles,that 
cannot juſtifie or excuſe others who go beyond them. 3. Whate- 
ver was diſputed in thoſe times, no ſuch rigour was then practiſed. 
I ſhould think, the Doctor can ſcarce forget this, that many of 


our Pulpits were open both for Forage! and Congregational Mep, 
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to preach with us. And how many Epiſcopal Men that in thoſe days 
held their Livings ſtill? + And ſome well known to be ſo, who had 
the hands ot Presbyterians to help thein into Livings. And how 
many of thele, who would have judged it a lanencable thing, had 
{uch a Rule been ſet up in force, that people muſt haye beenun- 
taught, and as Sheep without a Shepherd, rather than have ſuch as 
wereof the Epiſcopal, or Congregational rerſwalion to be their 
Guides? The Worceſterſhire Agreement,and Cumbe: land and Weſtmer- 
land Agreement with others,and ſome that were never Printed, may 
bear witneſs how willing they were to have the aſliſtance of their 
Brethren ( though of a ditflering perſwalion as to Church-Govern- 
ment, &c. ) in that work, for which all their Forces united were 
too little. _ 4 

P. 34. Theythought no perſon was to beindulged as to any error or ſeru- 
ple of Conſcience, but with this proviſo, that in all other parts of Worſhi 
they joyn with the Congregation wherein they live. ] Then will the 
Doctor plead for them ſo far, that they may have a Diſpenſation, 
or Indulgence, as to what they ſcruple* Many ſcruple impoſed 
Forms of Prayer, ( ſuppoſe it to be their weakneſs, and an error, 
yet they really ſcruple, and doubt the lawfulneſs thereof.) And 
more ſcruple the Common Prayer, as not altogether ſound. And 
ſome think, their preſence would- be an approbation of the Cor- 
ruptions in it, unleſs they may have liberty to teſtifie againſt thoſe 
Corruptions. Which if they do, the: Canon pronounceth them 
excommunicated, ſo faito, Will the DoCtor get that takenoff? 
Many ſcruple the procuring of God-fathers, and God-mothers, as 
Sponſors for their Children in- Baptiſm, and the addition of the 
Croſs to Baptiſm. (which to them looks like a Sacrament of mens 
coining.) Many ſcruple kneeling: in the receiving of the Lord's 

Supper (apprehending a-Table-geſture moſt ſuitable to that Ordi- 

nance, and ſuppoſing that the Diſciples uſed ſuch a geſture, whom 
they would not pretend to excel in their Devotion. ) It would 
eaſe many, might they be conſideredas to theſe Scruples. 

- Again ſome think, they have enough againſt the Miniſter of the place 
where they live. It may be, hes very vicious,and wofully debauched. 
It may be,he is continually flying out againſt true SanCtity and Piety, 
as Fanaticiſm, and fooliſh preciſeneſs, or. as. meer hypocriſie. 1t 
may be, if they ſhould come to him with their Doubts and Scru- 
Ples, defirous to be reſolved and ſatisfied, he could ſay nothing to 
them, or would but deride and diſcourage them. And how can 


they be ſatisfied to commit the care of their Souls to one, they know, 
has no care of them, Again, 
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they live, when there are many Pariſhes fo large, as the Churches 
could not poſſibly contain all that belong to them, no, not by thou- 
ſands ? Should they meet together, yet the Worſhip to the far great- 
er. part. of them would be tio better than Lartine Service. 

And if people are no way tollerably provided for in the Pariſhes 
where they live, and yet they muit reſt content, muſt we not ſup- 
poſe that thoſe things which have been pleaded for ſo much as law- 
ful, and indifferent, are indeed the neceſſary things, and ſound 
Preaching the ordinary means of Salvation, with the Salvation of 
Souls, are but indifferent things ? ſo it ſhould be neceſſary to keep to 
the Rules of the Church, but not neceſlary to learn how to walk by 
Scripture-Rule. Neceflary to go to our Pariſk-Church ; but not 
neceſſary to learn the way to Heaven. So it ſhould be indifferent, 
whether Souls attain to ſound knowledge and faith, indifferent 
whether they be converted and ſayed. While they keep to order 
here; it matters not what becomes of them hereafter. 

—»Þ. 35. Ard that if they can hold eccaſtonal communion without ſin, 
they know no reaſon why it may not be ordinary without ſin too, and then 
ſeparation would be needleſs. To which they ſubjoyn theſe remarkable 
words, which I heartily wiſh our Brethren, at this day would think. ſerioaſly 
xpon, to ſeparate from thoſe Churches ordinarily and viſibly with whom 
occaſionally you may joy? without ſm, ſeemeth to be a moſt unjuſt ſepara- 
tion. 

Anſ. 1. Many Non-conformiſts have ordinarily. joyned with 
them in the Parochial Congregations, where they have had oppor- 
tunity; though withal they have had other occational Meetings : 
our bleſſed Saviour and his Apoſtles went to the Jews Synagogues, 
yet would not be abſolutely confined tothem ; but had other Aſlem- 
blies beſides. 

2, Where ſuch are put in the place of Miniſters, and publick 
Teachers, who evidently want the necellary qualifications required 
in Miniſters and Paſtors of Churches by the poſitive Laws of Chriſt, 
they may be in doubt,whether they ſhould do well to own and encou- 
rage ſuch. Here they way think, they cannot hold ordinary communt- 
an without ſin,and then withdrawing from ſuch is not needleſs, and 
unjuſt ſeparation. If the Church has power to ſet ſuch over Con- 
gregations, and to oblige others to hear tiem, then the Church has 
power with blind and perſfidrous Guides to ſend Souls to Hell, Such 
as would edificare ad tehennam, are not true edifying Preachers. It 


wereto be wiſhed, that ſuch asare a great reproach to the Miniſtry, 
_ _ throvgh 
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through their ignorance and profaneneſs, &c. and for all their tzeat 


for Uniformiry. yet indeed cauſe diviſions and offences, who ſerve 
not our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, but their own Belly, were removed. 
Axe they not as Salc without 1ts ſayour ? may not ſuch be found 
more guilty as to the mitter of Separation, tian thoſe that with- 
draw fromthem ? 

3, As hath been noted before, they muſt nece(larily divide into 
diſtin Aſſemblies, where'there are tolerable and profitable Preach- 
ers, if yet it be impoſlible for allthe people to joyn withthem in 
the Worſhip of God. And then what reaſon there is to call ſuch 
neceſlary diſtin Aſſemblies Anti-churches,for ſome little diverſity 
of order, | ſee not-unleſs a French Church,or a Dutch Church among 
us muſt be ſo accounted. Some difference may be ſuppoſed to have 
been inthe Churches planted by the Apoſtles, yet all agreeing in the 
main, and what was neceſlary,they were not to judge or deſpiſe one 
another. Would fo many Miniſters of the Goſpel have been ſet a- 
{de, as Supernumeraries, vpon account of not agteeing with others 
in ſome unneceſlary diſputable points, when yet the Church had real 
need of them ? So 

4. T hovgh | haye not thoſe Papers, to conſult, the Doctor fo 
much infiſts upon; yet I caſt my eye upon! what ſome about that 
time, who were very likely to know the others ſenſe, wrote : And 
all this yon do (ſay they ) yohuntarily, not ſeparated, but ſepara- 
ting (non fucari ſed fugitivi) Now we know who are excommuni- 
cated ipſo fatto by the Canons (and ſo ſeparated ) and unwarranta- 
bly(ſay they )not having any ſufficient cauſe, But whether they have 

no more cauſe and warrant now,thanthoſe had whom they charged 
with ſeparation, 1sthe queſtion. And Z.C. who pleaded the Do- 
Ctors Caule fo zealouſly before him, grants, ſeparation that 1s not 
voluntary, but whereunto men are conſtrained, and ſeparation up- 
.on warrantable ground or reaſon, ('the inevitable ContraCtion 
of Guilt, or ceflation of Chriſt's True Worſhip, and Non-com- 
munion with particular Aſſemblies, to which we never ſtood related, 
and with which we cannot otderly and{ordinarily communicate ) 1 
not Schiſm, but paſſionately and unjuſtly ſo reputed. 

P, 35 . And I muſt needs ſay, I never ſaw any Cauſe more weakly des 
fended, no, not that of Polyzamy and Anabaptiſm, &c. 

Then it ſeems there is as much to he ſaid for a man's having more 
Wives than one, as hath been, or is like to bepleaded for worſhip- 
ing God truly, for the preaching and hearihg of his Holy Word, 
that is not according to the manner and order of the Church of ky 

| glands 
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gland. Then the ordinary means of Salyation are not to he ac- 
counted of in any other way. Then Miniſters that are not fatic- 
hed to conform, had better ſufter multitudes of Souls to periſh, 
than preach the Goſpel tothem, which is called the Power of God 
unto Salyation, This is ſtrange Doctrine to me. Methinks, the 
Doctor over-looks h15 Brethren, and what they have ſaid for ſach 
diſtinct, or ( as he catls them ) ſeparate Meetings. Think well of 
thoſe four Caſes Mr. Corbet purs ( p. 30,31. ) wherein they would 
ſeem neceſſary. And lo. faras 1 amable to judge, he doth asclear- 
ly take off the o9jcCtion ſome are ready to make, ( p. 32, 33.) If it 
be ſaid, we may not do evil that good may come, nor break the 
Laws of unity for ſuch reſpefts ; The Anſwer is, that this js not to 
do evil, but a good Work,and a neceſſary duty, and here is no breach 
of Unity that is of God's making or allowing. The neceſſary means 
of ſaving Souls are incomparably more precious than Uniformity in 
external,accidental order,eſpecially when 'tis unwarrantably 1njOyN-- 
ed, and attended with ſuch evil Conſequents. If ſo much may be 
ſaid for Polygamy, that it is good and neceſſary, and no breach of 
Gods Law, I amquite out ia my aim. 

P. 36. For althoxngh they allow our Churches to be trur, and that it is 
lawful to commmncate with them, which is the moſt planſible plea they 
have, this is ſo far from extenuating, that it doth aogravate the fail, |] 
Then it ſeems, the Donatiſts were more excuſable, for that they 
confined the Church te their own party, and would not acknow- 
tedge other Churches to be true Churches. But the Doctor once 
condemned the monopolizing of Churches to Parties. ( Preface to 
Irenic. p. 5.) From this monopolizing of Churches to parties bath proce:d- 
ed that ſtrange uncharitavleneſs towards all who come not up- to every cir= 
cumſtance of their way and method. Now doth this aggravate their 
fault, that they do not wiat he there condemns.? Then he liked 
not, that men ſhould account on!y that the Church, where their own 
method of Government is obſerved, 11d. But now it ſeems, Paro- 
chial Churches that follow the eſtablith*d Rule, are the only Church- 
es in England, that thoſe who come not up to every circumſtance 
of their way and m<thod, are falie Churches, Anti-churches. Ab 
initio autem i089 fun ſic. 

P. 36. But whatever may be ſaidas to other pleas — Ay Text 
ſeems to afford the ſtronzeft of all, viz. that men are tobe preſſed to go 
no farther than they have already attained, and not to be ſcrained up to 
an Uniformity beyond the dittates of their Conſciences,&Cc. h So Mr. Hales, 
that man of Note and Renown, thought ( Of Schiſm, p. 215, a 
| 2109,) 
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218. ) So the Reverend Doctor thought, ( Prefuc. to Iren. p. 8, g..) 
P. 37. Men are bound in conſcience to go as far as theycan. ] And 
how far they would have gone, for peace-{ake, and to enjoy their 
publick liberty, methinks the DoCtor ſhould not forget. ( See Pe- 
tition for peace, p. 9.ſett. 10. ) And ſuppoſe, that through weakneſs, 
they could go no further 3 yet Mr. Hales ( inthe place lalt referred 
to) hath this remarkable paſlage, which I heartily wiſh at this day 
was ſeriouſly thought on, that to yield a little tothe imbecillities 
of Inferiors isa thing which S. Pax! would never have refuſed to do. 
Is there no obligation upon the governing part inſuch a caſe, todo 
what in them lieth for preſeryation of the Churches Peace; that 
now we hear not a word of that from the Doftor : but rather the 
contrary, ( Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p.268.) ——In Juch matters re= 
quired by a lawful authority ( ſuch as that of our Church 1s there ts 
an advantage on the ſide of authority, againſ> a ſcrupulous conſcience, 
which ought to over=rule the prattice of ſuch who are the Members of that 
Church. But nineteen years ſince, he would have the world know, 
that Chriſtians were once known---by their mutual love, -forbear- 
ance, and condeſcenſion towards one another: ( Preface to Trenic. 
p. 6.) That condeſcenſion, 'a ſtooping to the weakneſs and infirmities of 0- 
thers, ts the indiſpenſible duty, and a charatteriſtical note of thaſe that 
have more than the name of Chriſtians, ( ib. P. 7. ) That Chriſt's deſion 
was to eaſe men of their burdens, and not to lay on more, CC. ( ib, &Þ. 
3. ) Why are ſ{uchthings now kept up as a mighty ſecret, which 
if taught, applied, and practiſed, would ſo yery much tend to the 
Churches Peace, which I will not ſay he pretends, but ſeriouſly prg- 
feſles to be zealous for. | 
P. 37. Hisſharpcenſure in the words following, | Ad I cannet 
ſee how it is conſiſtent with the tenderneſs of Conſcience which our Brethren 
pretend to, &Cc. 7] I Palsit over. 
Ib. 7 dare ſay, if moſt of the Preachers at this day in the ſeparate 
Meetings were ſoberly ashed their judgments, whether ut were lawful for 
the people to joyn with us inthe publick, Aſemvlies, they would nat deny it, 
and yet the people that frequent them generally judge otherwiſe. —- But 
why then #s this kept up as ſuch a mighty ſecret in the Breaſts of their 
Teachers,wny do they not preach it to them in their Congregations ? 
Aaſw. 1. So I {uppole they would not deny it to be lawful to 
joyn with a Dutch Church, oraFrench Church. I would not deny 
it ro ve lawſulrto joyn with the Lutheran Churches, ſuppoſing one 


calt among. them. And if he could joyn with no other, for any 
engl know, 1t would be his duty. 
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2. The peopk | have moſt conyerſed with generally judge o- 
therwiſe than the Doctor ſays. They think it lawtul to joyn 
with Conformiſts, and Non-conformiſts both, and accordingly 
they practiſe. . 

3- I knownot that this hath been kept as a-mighty ſecret. 1 
have Preached, and you know what I have written for the lawfuineſs 
of it. And ſo have other Non-conformiſts preached too. 

P. 38. It is leſt they ſhould ſeem to condemn themſelves, while they 
preach againft Separation in a ſeparate Congregation. 

 Anſw. They look upon Churches, or Congregations under the 
eſtabliſh'd Rule, as parts of the true viſible Church, and ſo do they 
look upon the Congregations they preach unto. When Licenſes 
were granted, ſome ſober Conformiſts came to the LeCtures of 
Non- conformiſts, who yet were far from principles of Separation, 
and could preach {till againſt Separation, without being ſelf-con- 
demned. And ſo may Non-conformilts preach againſt princi- 
ples of Separation in their diſtint Aſſemblies, and not be ſelf-con- 
demned. Again, it ſeems, in the DoCtor's Judgment, none that 
own their Churches to be true Churches, ſhould preach to ſich as 
are for Separation : but if they do, they are ſeIf- condemned. Now 
methinks ( though I know divers of them would be very ſhy, and 
backward to hear us ) itis apity that ſuch ſhould be quite expoſed, 
and ſuffered to run into greater and more dangerous errors ſtill, as 
they are laid open, if no ſound Teachers mult preach to them. I 
think, 1t can never be proved, that all cauſleſs ſeparation is a funda- 
mental error, and inconſiſtent with a ſtate of Salvation, that by 
the very act ſuch evidence themſelves to have a form of Godlineſs, 
but deny the power thereof ( asone, and a good man (I believe ) 
in his zeal was ready to alert) I find the Doctor more moderate 
than ſo, ( Ariver to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 183. ) where he ſays, No- 
thing of this nature can be objetted againſt our Church by Difſemers, that 
excludes none from a poſſivility of ſalvation meerly becauſe not ta her Com- 
munion, And many of the ancient pious Catholicks had other 
thoughts of ſome of the Novatians. And yet ſuppoſe the error 
of cauſſeſs ſeparation was of a more deſperate conſequence, than 
the Doftor hath affirmed there, I ſee not, but ſuch as are taken with 
it, have more nced of the means to recover them out of it. And 
If it betheir duty to hear God's Word, mcthinks it (.on[4 not be 2 
Miniſters fin to preach to them. If Fundreds of them ( hearing 
the report of the Doctor's Sermon ) our of cm1jolity would go to 


hear him, 1 know not what authority hehath to bid tRem depart, 
[ be 
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[58] 
be gone, Iam ſure the Apoſtles would not have ſcrupled-Preach- 
ing to a company of Idolaters,, who were as bad as theſe can be 
ſuppoſed to be. Te 

But I hope the generality of thoſe that frequent thoſe more pri- 
vate Meetings, now called ſeparate Congregations, are not Separa- 
tiſts truly ſo called, but of more ſober principles. And many of 
them ſuch as thirſt after God's Word and Ordinances, and perhaps 
many of them: negleQed; and wrongfully barred by others. - And 
why it ſhould be made queſtionable, whether Miniſters may nat 
lawfully preach to ſuch ? isathing that in following times may be a 
little wondred at. 

P. 38. ( For Iknow not hoy it comes to paſs, that the moſt godly peo- 
ple among them, can the leaſt endure to be told of their Faults. ) 1 ſhould 
have thought, this Parentheſis might have been-ſpared. It ſounds. 
very. harſh, . If the moſt godly among. them he ſuch,. then. one- 
would be apt to conclude, there can be very little godlineſs among 
them; I would hope yet, it was not. the Doctor's deſign here to 
gratifie thoſe that love to gird at the godly. Too many ſuch there 
2re that would have hummed the Doctor for ſuch an expreſſion 
as this. Though I am more taken with that of Biſhop Reynolds, 
( Means aud Method of Healing, p. 19. ) They who hurt them, hew at 
the Bough whereon they ſtand, dig nnder the foundation which holds them 
#p. Burl wonder how the Doctor came tokitow this of them. If 
he had it- only by the report of others, is thata ſufficient ground for 
ſuch a poſitive charge and accuſation ? Or hath he had to deal with 
them himſelf ? Here 1muſt fay, that of all leyer had to deal with, 


Icould generally obſerve the contrary. And thoſe that are the moſt 


forward to cenſure others, and willing to overlook their own faults, 
and unwilling to hear of them, we cannot take for the moſt godly 
among us; for there are others that giye far better and greater ev1- 
dence of their godlineſs, We, | 
| P. 38, 39. If the bare- diſſatisfatiion of" Mens Conſciences do juſtific 
the lawfulneſs of Separation, and breaking an eſtabliſhed Rule, it were to 
little purpoſe ta make any rale at all. | | 
Anfw. 1. Though the bare diſlatisfaftion of mens Conſctences 
juſtifie notſeparation, ſuppoſing Conſcience erroneous, yet ſepara- 
tion in caſe of diſlatisfaction may be a leſs ſin, than the impoſing of 
thoſe things about which mens conſciences are diſlatisfied; or then 
joyning im communivun againſt the DiQates of their Conſciences. 
Would the DoCtor have them joyn in the Liturgy, &c. againſt their 
Conſiences? Surely, that would not be like honeſt and conſcien- 


tious: 
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tious men. ( Ser.p. 43. ) No man that hath any Conſcience will ſpeak 
azainſt the power of it. 

- _ 2+. To make Rules about things unneceſlary, and ſuſpeted (to 
ROME. which it 15 known the Conſciences of many ſcruple, 
and are difſatisfied at, would indeed ſeem to be to very little pur- 

poſe, ( ex: bono? ) if not to ill purpoſe. Chriſt and his Apoſtles 

left the Charch no ſuch Rule. And can any Church now mend the 

Rule they leſt? Are not all Churches bound to walk by that ſame 

Rule? Whatever Rule men ſet down, can oblige only o far as it 

contains nothing repugnant to the Rule of the Word. Thoſe 

whom the DoCtor probably thinks he pinches here, have the ſame 

thoughts which he had once ; ( Preface to Irenic.p.g. And p.415.) 

That Form of Government is the beſt-— ( And ſo by a parity of Rea- 

ſon, that Orderand Rule about God's Worſhip ) which comes near- 

eft to, Apoſtalical Prattice, and tends moſt tothe advancing the peace and 
unity .of the Church of God. And thus what is neceſlary  genere, 

(by thelight of Nature, and Rule of Scripture )) being prudently 

determined in ſpecie; it would ſeem beſt, as tending moſt toad- 

yancethe peace and unity of the Church of God, that what Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles left at liberty, ſhould be left ſo ſtill, As Biſhop 

Reynolds -( Author and Subject of Healing, p. 34, 35. ) Shew all poſſible 

tenderneſs aud indulgence towards the infirmities, eſpecially the Conſciences 

of . men of hnmble and ſober, of quiet and peaceable Spirits. The ſtrong 
are taught to bear the infirmities of the weak, Rom. 15. 1. Be careful 
to ſecure and ſettle the Fundamentals, the Vitals and Efſentials of Do- 

Grine, Wor(hip and Duty, that you may be ſure of ſound and orthc- 

dox Miniſters to go in and out before the Flock; aid if in ſmaller and 
more problematical things, men cannat be all of one mind ( as we never 

ſball Arie perfeltion af judgment tiff we come to Heaven + ) Let nat the 

Prong deſpiſe the weaks nar the weak, judge the ftroug : whom God re- 

Cerves nto. bis favour, tet nat us ſhut ont of ours, ROM. 14.3 And 

again the ſame worthy perſon, ( Mearns and Method of Healing, p.q 1.) 

-There ought to be all tenderneſs to preſerve for God's people the 
liberty wherewith the Lord bath made them free. God forbid anyre- 

[raint or abridgement ſhould he upon that. Thus he. Now how ma- 
ny would tbe ifatisfied with a Rule, not exceeding ſuch right mea- 
ſures as God's Word is clearly for. And fee Petition for Peace, p. 
20. Where alſothe objection, that ſome would {ti} be unſatisfied, 

15cut off. 

P. 39. The Doctor returns again tothe Aﬀembly, and what pal- 


ſed betwixt the Presbyteriansand the Congregational Men. Though 
_ --2 tenderneſs 
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tenderneſs of Conſcience may juſtifie Non-communton in the thing ſcrupled, 
yet it can never juſtifie Separation. | | 
Now as I would not ſay that Conſcience,. if erroneous, juſtifieth 
Non-communion, but only excuſeth 2 raxro; fo though an erro- 
neous Conſcience cannot juſtifie ſeparation}. yet it may in part, and 
ſomewhat excuſe it. Asthey that are not ſatisfied to joyn with the 
publick Congregations, ſuppoſing them in an error here., yet 
( though then it muſt be ſuppoſed an error for them to ſet upſepa- 
rate Meetings, notwithſtanding ) I ſhould think, they are more to 
be excuſed, in that they keep up God's Worſhip in their proper 
Meetings, then if becauſe they could not joyn with the publick 
Worſhip, therefore they would wholly neglect to worſhip him. E- 
yen thoſe Meetings, that may be very dilorderly, as to ſeyeral cir- 
cumſtances, may yet be looked upon as Religious Meetings. And 
I durſt not ſay, that profane Ale- Houſe: Meetings are more allow- 
able and commendable than they, as ſome of our young Clergy- 
men ( if Ihave not been mifinformed) have publickly determined 
of all private Meetings for the worſhip of God. 
2.There feems to be a diflerence betwixt that ſeparation which they 
diſallowed, and the preſent praftice, which the Door will have to 
be ſeparation, as appears, I think, by what hath been faid. And 
had thoſe diſſenting Brethren been caufleſly put out of their places, 
1 know not but that there was need of their Miniſtry, and that 
they. ought to have employed: themſelves therein, as they had. op- 
- Þortunity ;. though men had calted it ſeparation. On the other 
hand, could the DoCtor procure this fayour for his difſenting Bre- 
$hren, that they may be taken into publick places, where they may 
be diſcharging their office unto which God: hath called them, he 
ſhall have no more occaſion offered by ttiem (1 believe ) of preach- 
ing againſt their ſetting up ſeparate Congregations. Yea; though 
the terms were much harder, than any put- upon the former diſſent- 
vg Brethren, They look uponthe preſent Aſſemblies (very prc-- 
bably) but as temporary Aſſemblies, upon a- preſent exigence, 
their Office, and the neceſſity of Sovls calling on them to follow 
the work of their Miniſtry. "They would not chuſe a. ſeparate 
ftate. Some of them have moved, and generally would defire to be 
taken into communion with the Churches under the eſtabliſivd Rule, 
_ - ogg conſiſtent enough with neceflary and due order in the 
Church:. 
P. P That it is endleſs to. hope to give ſatisfaftion to erring Conſci-- 
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But the Door hath not yet evinced ( that I can find) that his 
diſſenting Brethren are kept off from complying with the eſtabliſch- 
ed Rule by an erring Conſcience. 

- TIt-yet remains a controyerted point, on which ſide the error is. 
The Dottor ſays (' Several Conferences, p. 165. ) We think the requi* 
ring dowhtful things for certain, falſe for true, new for old, abſurd: for 
reaſonable, are ground enough for us not to embrace the communion of a 
Church, - unleſs it may be had on better terms than theſe. And —We have 
often proved, that impoſing of unreaſonable conditions of Communion, 
makes the Church. ſo impoſing guilty of the Schiſm. ]Þ 

And ſome cannot be ſure yet, that none of this is-now impoſed. 
And.it is poſlible ſome may thiak, that 1t it can be proved an unrea- 
ſonable condition that Miniſters muſt declare Aſſent and Conſent to 
a Book in Folio, and to:ali things contained: in it, upon Aug. 24. 

1662, before many. of them could poſlibly have a ſight of it, and 
before others that had it, could diligently peruſe it - then the Do- 
or here lays the guilt.of Schiſm on the Church. 

Again, the Doctor ſays, ( Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 198.) 
He muſt think, me a very eajie man to yield, til-T be ſatisfied firſe that 
God hath appointed ſuch to be my Guides. And he grants (p. 265. ) 
Men may. bave reaſon to queſtion, if not the 5kill, yet the ſincerity of their 
Guides,. and though they muſt have ſome, may ſeek, new ones. And 
bereupon ſome may think, . it: is an error, tohold, men muſt not 
leave their Pariſh-Church, . though a bliad, or unfairhful Gvide be 
ſet there. As the. Doctor farther lays, (bid. ) The 19norant follow 
their G uides only upon the opinion of their 5kill and integrity ;, and when they 
ſee reaſon to . queſtion theſe, they. know of. ( N. B.) noobligation to - follow 
their condi over rocks and precipices.. | 


Again; the Doctor grants, an abſolute ſubmiſſion cannot' be due 
to the Guides of the. Chncch. ( that would ſuppoſe them: to be 1n-- 
fallible. ) - So far:we are agreed then, . that men are not bound to 
ſubmit to them in all things they.may.require. ' As: he fays ( Jremc. 

Þ- 119.) If that be nat uſurpation and dominion over others faith in them,and 
the worſt. of implicit faith in others,it 1s hard to define what either of them 
;5, Now.to go ona little farther with him there: If they be bound to 6-- 
bey only in lawfal things; 1 then inquire who + muſt be judge what things 
are lawfwl-in.this caſe, what not ? If the Governors fill; then the power 
wilt be abſolute ag 4in;, .for to be. ſure, whatever they cohmana, they wall 
ſays lawful, &C. | | 

But: ( ſays he; Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 179, 180.,)' The 
great difficulty now is, . ſoto ſtate theſe things, as to ſhew.that we had rea- 


ſon: 
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Jon uot to ſubmit to the Guides of the Roman Church, and that thoſevf the 


ſeparation have no reafon not to ſubmit tothe Guides of our Church.—— Let 
the things in diſpute be proved to have .been the.prattice of the Chriſtian 
Charch 13 all ages, weare ready to ſabma to them, Now may not Dil- 
{enters lay the fame? When (p. 181. ). he ſends'that noble chal- 
lenge, We challeng thoſe that ſeparate from us to produce one perſon for 
ffteen hunared years together, that held Forms of Prayer to be unlawful, 
or the Ceremonies which are.nſed in oxr Charchts;. : Granting, him that 
Forms of Prayer are lawful, and have been very anciently uſed in 
the Church ; yet ſome wiltbe as ready to challenge him ( perhaps ) 
to ſhew (.t he can; ) out-of all his reading (which muſt be ac- 
knowledged very great) that the Forms of Prayer now enjoyned 
are of fifteen hundred years ſtanding inthe Church. That the pr:- 
-0-Primitive Church had a ſtated Liturgy, after the example of 
the Jewiſh Synagognes, I ſuppoſe he cannot prove, - That Paſtors 
had liberty of compoſing Forms in after-times for their own Con- 
gregations, I ſuppoſe he will not deny. That Forms of Prayer 
were impoſed upon Miniſters ( and that with an Afſent:and Conſent 
required to all andevery'part ) that this hath been the practice of 
the Churchin all ages, is ſo evidently untrue, that no man of com- 
mon ingenuity, (much leſs ſuch a worthy perſon as the DoCtor is ) 
would allert. - Letus go to the Scripture, the primitive, and Re- 
formed Churches, ( three Judges the Dodtor would ſend us to n 
doubtful caſes) and-we ſhall hardly fad any of themdetermining 
for ſuch a practice. Een, 
Again, the Doctor hath theſe words, ( Arfwer to ſeveral Treat: 
ſes, p. 282.) The Primitive and Apoſtolical Church ? That we have always 
appealed to, and offered to be tryedby. The truly Catholick Church of al 
Ages ? That we utterly deny to have agreed in any (one thing againſt tie 
-Chxrchof England. Nowlet it be proved, 'that the Pramitive and 
Apoſtolical Church was forthe Re-ordination of Miniſters ordain- 
ed by lawful Presbyters, and that this has been the practice of the 
Chriſtian Church in all Ages ( when there hath been occaſion offer- 
ed) let this beproved [ ſay, and (as the Doctor ſays before ) we 
areready'toſaubmit. | | 
As-for the Ceremonies uſed, and ſtrictly injoyned,the Doctor for- 
merly diſtinguiſhed betwixt Ceremonies properlytakenfor Actions 
. fignificative, and; matters of orders and decency '( Frente. p. 68. } 
yet now I ſee he would have them confounded, ( Aufwer to ſeveral 
 Treatiſes, Þ. 268.) where the ſecond thing he ſuppoſes the authority 
of Church-Goyernors to lie-in, . is, Adaking Reles. aud Canons abou 
matters 


a SPI 
matters of order and decency in the Church. Mot meerly. C ſays he ) 
in the neceſſary cireumſrances of time-and place, and ſuch things the ca: 
trary to which imply a _natural-indecency;, but in continting aud eſtabliſh- 

' ing thoſe ancient Kites of the Chriſtian Chureh, which were prafliſed in 

| the early ( he aves not ſay firſt ) remes of Chriſtianity, and are in thems 

f on of an indifferent nature. Here he would make them both one. 

et how it can be, I do not underſtand, Prudent Rules, that all 
things in the worſhip of God be done decently, and in order, are 
not indifferent, but ſomething more ; bur rules eſtabliſhing ſignifi- 
cant Ceremonies { whichthe Doctor would hook in here under the 
terms of order and decency ) its:feared; are not indifferent, but 
ſomething worſe. Though the Doctor is pleaſed to call them tri-- 
fling Objections that are bronght againlt them ; I could never yet 
meet with ſatisfactory Anſwers to them. I wonder how S. 4»ſtin 

and the DoCftor parted : for they werevery great.( Iremic. p,68,69.) 

That- Sine alla dnbitatione rejecanaa exiſtimo, loundeth like an heavy 

ſentence againſt ſuch Rites and Ceremonies, which the Doctor 

ſeems now for having continued and eſtabliſhed ; which ſentence 
with the reaſon of it he would then have referred ro the moſt impar- 
tial judgment of every true ſober-minded Chriſtian, 1 have not yet 
ſen the Doctor clear it, that the Ceremonies uſed in our Churches 
are contained in the Holy Scriptures, or determined by a lawful ge- 

| neral Council, or Councils, or confirmed by the cuſtom or practice 
of the Catholick Church. I know not of any one, that hath pro-- 

| vedcrofling in Baptiſm the praCtice of the Chriſtian Church in all 

Apes, the ſame I may ſay of the reſt. 

The Doctor further ſaith, ( Arſw. to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 180, 
181.) Then we are no Separatilts : ſee the ſecond Plea for Peace, - 
ch. 12. Allthings are lawful which are no way forvidden expreſly, or by 
Conſequence. T hoſe who ſeparate from the Church of England make this 
their Fundamental Principle as to worſhip, ( wherein the difference lieth ) 
that nething is lawfwl-in the Worſhip of God, but what he hath expreſly 
commanded we ſay all things are lawful which are not forbidden, $c. } 
This ſeems not to be the ſenſe of all that ſeparate, that nothing 
IS lawful, but what there is an expreſs command for. in Scripture. 
How many are there that hold the baptizing of Infants lawful, 
thongh it be not expreſly commanded? An expreſs Text of Scri- 
pture they think not neceſſary here. And the Non-conformilts. 
( who now begin to be ranked with Separatiſts ) would be ſatisfied, 
could they ſee any general warrant: in Scripture ,. authorizing, 
Uhurch-Governors to add to that engaging Sign of Sep -j 
-_ Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's Inſtitution, another dedicating ſign of mensinventing, and 
other ſignificant Ceremonies bclides what the Lord hath appointed. 
Such general warrant they cannot yet find, And ſee Q. Elzabeth's 
Injunftions, ſett. 3. That the works deviſed by mens fantaſies beſides 
Scripture have not only no promiſe of reward in Scripture, but con- 

trariwiſe, &c. And Biſhop Bilſon ( Chriſtian ſubject. part. 4. p. 345.) 
———-If we alter that which he hath appointed for himſelf, or add any 
thing unto it, he rejetteth all our ſervice, as done not unto him, but to the 
conceit of our hearts, which by nature is no God. 

And if ſuch Ceremonies be not forbidden (4n any ſenſc ) and 
therefore lawful, it will foow, that the Governors of the Church 
have authority, after thoſe three, to bring in threeſcore more, yea, 
three hundred, if they pleaſe, whichare no more forbidden. 
ſay ( ſays the DoCtor ) all things are lawſul which are not forbidden. 

And ( ibid. ) We defend the Government of the Church by Biſhops to 
be the moſt ancient and Apoſtolical Government. | Here poſlibly you 
willagain be putin mind of that ( /renic. p. 414.) The Epiſcopal Men 
will bardly find any evidence in Scripture, or the praitice of the ipoſites 
for, GC.) which hath been ſo univerſally received tn all Ajes 
fnce the Apoſtles times. ] Yet not univerſally. As here provably 
you will think of what was cited before ( Jrenic. p. 3 74.) We 
may find ſome Churches withont. Biſhops for a long time, Gre. L£nd fre 
the prattice of the Reformed Churches, which part they genera.” 

embraced, ( Iren p. 408.) 
' Again, the Dodtor faith ( Avfiver to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. t 
The Guides of our Courch never challenged any infallibility to ther ji 
I is to n0 purpoſe to propoſe terms of Accommodation bet) 
thoſe who contend for a Reformation, and ſuch who contend that thy cai 
never be deceived, NC- ] | 
But here ſome may think, that though Church-Guides pretend 
not to Infallibility, yet ( as it has been ſo) itis like to be to very 
little purpoſe, to propoſe terms of accommodation unto thoſe that 
are not for any condeſcenſion, but ſtand upon their own authority: 
And when ſome are really diſſatisfied at,and cannot but ſcruple ſom? 
things injoyned.and yet can hear nothing but | You are factious,and 
ſchiſmatical,and proud,as if you muſtinſtruct your Governors ,whole 
duty it is to obey them, and to follow your Guides. ] Such may 
catry, as if they would not allow men to think them fallible. Lit- 
tle hopes of peace and unian inthe Church, while ſuch thingsarc ſ0 
rizidly inſiſted on. Which ( as Con-non and Nor-con ſays (1 
Istroduftion,p.s.) Rigid Conformiſts confeſs to be but tries con” 
| parativcly, 
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paratively, the Chutch might -be without them, and yet do well 
and moderate Conformſts confeſs them to be burdenſome, and the: 
Church-might'be, and do better' without them, 'or if- they-were left 
to each mans choice and will.. If (as he fays*) it*is- initf{elf 
gteat arid dreadful. fin to filence the Non-conformiſts, and do by 
them as hath been for theſe many years, and yet nothovghts bf Re- 
formation, or condeſcenfion can be entertained, it is muchat one, 
aSit they challenged Infallibility. - The Church of Rome requires 
ſubmiſſion.upon the pretence of her Infallibility, others require it 
( where men cannot be ſatisfied it is lawful”) upon account of their 
Authority. So it is little relief or ſatisfaction to doubting minds, 
totellthem ( as Anſwer, &c. p. 268.) That the Authority of the 
Church (in ſuch matters) hath beer not only aſſerted in the Articles of 
eur Church (which will not challenge Infallibility,but acknowledgctk 
ſhe may err ) but ſtrenuouſly defended againſt the trifling objeitions of 
her: Enemies , . from | Scripture, Antiquity and Reaſon. And I freely 
grant (though ſuch hayeno reaſon to thank him for what he grants 
here, for he gives them nothing )' zo: only that ſuch an authority is in 
it ſelf reaſonable aui juſt 5 but =in ſhort the authority of the Chnrch ſhould 
over=rule ſcrupulous Conſeiences. So the Church '( if ſhe pleaſeth ) 
may ſatisfie ſcrupulous Conſciences, ( that doubt of the lawtfulneſs 
of the preſent Ceremoaies )) with 1injoyning thrice as many more 
of thoſe ancientRites of the Church, ſo we may have an anointing 
with Qil 3 ſo we may have Milk and Honey after Baptiſm; ſo we 
may have croſſing, not only once at Baptiſm, but in faſhion upon all 
occaſions, asin Tertullian's time. And if the Church ſhould thus 
pay them home: for their ſcrupyuloſity , the Doftor may tif 
lay, It 15 mit ſelf reaſonable and juſt, But is this | doing as muck 
as in them lies, to reclaim Diſlenters? | As he fays (p. 289. ) 
It is very well known, that we do indeavonr, as much as lies in us, to Te 
claim Diſſenters; but God never wrowght miracles to cure incorrigible 
perſons — ] And does he now account {uch incorrigtble ? And 
without, any diſtinftion? Then 1 could wih feme would mind 
mm of that expreſſion he hath, #7 Preface ro Irenic. p. 2.) Ad yet 
that hath been the azgravuation of our diviſions, that thoſe whoſe duty it is 
to lift up their voices like T rampets, have ſounded rather an allarm to our * 
Crtentions ſpirits, than & Parley or Retreat, which had been far more. 
ſuitable to our Meſſengers of Peace. | SD 
_ * Further the Doctor ſays ( 4w.cke.p.183. ſpearing of thoſe who 
dillent) None of them charge our Church with any error in dottrine.l can- 
not ſay ſo, ſuppoſe the Chuxch of En9land owneth the pride | 
oy | K 300K 
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Book of Ordination, &s. which ſays, [It is evident to allmen,diti- 
gently reading Holy Scriptures, and ancient Authors, that from 
the Apoltles time there have been theſe orders in Chriſt's Church, 
Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, as ſeveral Offices. ] And the Do- 
Cor fays a little before, Ws defend the Government of the Church by 
Biſhops to be the moſt ancient and Apeſtolical Government. But here 
ſome may fay, Deftor S:. did diligently read Holy Scriptures and 
ancient Authors before he wrote his Irenicum; yet no ſuch thing 
was evident to him, that from the Apoſtles time there were thoſe 
three feyeral Offices in Chrilt's Church: Therefore it is not evi- 
dent: to all diligently- reading tae Holy Scripture, &c. Or thus, 
The Apoſtles Government was conformed tothat of the Jewiſh Sy- 
nag0gues : ( as the Dotctor lays that for a Foundation ) but the 
lewiſh Synagogues had no ſuch Government. Ergo that cannot be 
the moſt ancient and Apoſtolical Government. 

To what follows in the ſame page, it may be ſaid, If the Church: 
of England excludes none froma pollibility of Salyation meerly be- 
cauſe not in her Communion, why does: ſhe: not ſet aſide things not 
neceſſary to Salyation to take Dillenters into her Communion, ra- 
ther than urge them.ſo as may be prejudicial to their Salvation. 

Again, the Doctor faith ( Anſw. &. p. 184...) Ours challenge 0 
more than teaching mento do what Chriſt had commanatd them,. and in = 
ther things, not commanded or forbidden, to give. rults, which on the 
arcomnt ? the general commands of Scripture, they look, on the members 
of our Church-as qbliged ta obſerve.. So that the authority challenged in 
the Romarz Church. encroacheth on the Prerogative of Chriſt, being 
of the ſame nature with his, but that which. our Governors plead 
for, 1s only. that which belongs to them as Governors over a Chriſtian S0- 
Czet}. | 

P Governors have authority to give ſpecial: Rules about order 
and decency in God's Worſhip, upon that general command, Let all 
things be done decently, andin order. So much Diſlenters readily grant. 
Only. they think, that ſuch as pretend not. to an immediate authori- 
ty of obliging mens Conſciences, ſhould not ſtand as ſtrictly upon 
their own orders, though according to general Rules of Scripture; 
as on the obſeryation of the plain and poſitive commands of God. 

2, T hat the Governors of a Church have authority to give Rules 
for the obſerving of Religious Ceremonies. in. God's Worſhip, 
which he has not commanded; needs further proof, than the Doctor 
hath offered ( thatl can ſee.) Suchare not meer matters of order 
and decency. Diſtinguiſhing betwixt parts, and papkance of 
/or(Þ3p 
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Worſhip here ( as Conferences, &c. Pp 101.) will ſcarce ſalve the 
matter. To inſtance in the Sign of the Croſs, ' hath the Church 
power to appoint any other dedicating Sign, beſides what Chriſt 
hath inſtituted ? If ſo, then (it ſeems) ſhe may appoint not meerly 
what is ſubſervient unto, . but: what is of the fame nature too with 
what Chriſt hath inſtituted, without encroaching on his Preroga- 
tive, And if the Sign of the Croſs be an allowable circumſtance, 
becauſe not expreſly forbidden, may not the ſame be ſaid of a Load 
6 Ceremonies, if the Church pleaſe to bring theminto God's Wor- 
ip? 

3. Is it no encroaching on the Prerogative of Chriſt, no intrench- 
I0g on his authority, to make new Laws, and Rules for Communion, 
and for the exerciſe of the Miniſterial Fun&tion, which Chriſt hath 
not made, or allowed in his word ? Or does it indeed belong to 
Governors of Churches to eject Miniſters, aud Chriſtians out of 
communion for ſuch things, for which by the Rules of Chriſtianity 
men ſhould not deſpiſe or judge one another ? 

Further the Doctor ſays ( Arſier, &c. p. i185.) Whether our 

Churches impoſing of three Ceremonies declared to be indifferent by thoſe 
who require them, can be thought by any men of common ſenſe ſo great 4 
burthen to their Conſciencts, 4s allthe load of ſuperſtitious fopperies in the 
Roman Church, &-c.. which particulars make the difference fo apparent be- 
tween the ſeparation of our Church from the Church of Rome, «nd that of 
Diffenters from our Church, that it ſeems avery ſtrange thing to me, that 
this ſhould be objelted by our Enemies oneither ſide. |] 
 Nowit iscalily granted, that the Church of Rome hath given far 
greater cauſe for ſeparating. from her, than-the Chvrch of Exgland 
can hitherto be charged with; yet it will not therefore follow, that 
none can ſeparate from her, but it muſt be. a cauſleſs ſeparation, ui- 
leſsher impoſitions were equal to thoſe of the Roman Church. 

And upon the ſame grounds,that thoſe three Ceremonies are im- 
poſed. ( ſcil. that all things are lawful which are not forbidden, and 
becauſe the Church has authority of continuing and eſtabliſhing 
thoſe ancient Rites uſed in the Church) ſhe may bring in a whole 
loadof Cercmonics, andamong the reſt many of thoſe Fopperies 
uſed in the Roman Chnrch, which are no more forbidden in Scri- 
pture, than the three pitched upon, and therefore muſt be conclu- 

ded lawtfal. 

Again, the Church declaring the things to be indifferent, it ſeems 
a yery- ſtrange thing to me, that they ſhonld ſtill be impoſed, when 
they arc found of ſo evil conſequence, which one would think, might. 
alter the nature of their indifferency. K 2 An! 
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And further, thovgh 1 like, not: comparing the Church of En 


elaia'to the Church of Rome, 1 would'not call them Idolaters; nei- 
ther dol think, they do well, that call. all Diſſenters Schiſmaticks. 


Some poſlibly may plead that which: the: Doctor faith -( Conferences, 


p.158.) ——A Chriſtian-1s bound to joyn with other Chriſtians in the 
As of Gus publick Worſhip : "bit withal' he adds immediately, 


that he4s bound tochuſe the cotrimunion of 'the pureſt: Church — 


Were" there arc diftintt communions; the beſt is to be choſen. And 


(- Abiſnis & Op. 177 -) A man who'would ſatisfi: himſelf. inthis divided. 


ſtate of the Chriſtian Church, what particular communion he ought to em=-* 
he muſt not only exerciſc his. 


bracts and what Guides he maſt follow, 
own judgment in particular controverſies, but muſt proceed according to it, 
an Joyn with' 'that .Chiirch which hon enquiry he judges to be thebift: © 

- Nowto returh from this Digreſſion : -weſee, it may be aqueſtion, 


whether the error be inthe Dillenters, orno ? And then, though 


it beerdlels to hopeto'give fatisfaction to erring Contciences; yet 
] hope it will not follow, that therefore men ſhould not ſeek to give 
ſatisfaftionto thoſe; that for ought they*Know, are not 1n an error, 
that deſire no more than it is: but juſt and reaſonable, they ſhould 
be ſatisfied in. And yet. further, becauſe there is no hope of. ſatis- 


fying all erring: coniſciences, ate none therefore to be conſidered ? 
no, not{6 far, as by forbearing to-impoſe indifferent thinggupon- 
them, whenthey {( through errorfnd miſapprehenſion )' take them: 
to beunlawful ? . Then there can be no ſuch thing as condeſcenſon- 


and Chriſtian forbearance ſhewnto any the moſt tender conſciences. 
But'the Doftor cannot ſay; 'that thoſe with whom he there compares 


Notes; did [ook upon the Rules they propoſed, as but concerning! 
things indifferent; or that they would not latigfie others 1 n ſach' 


thihgs as-were but indifferent to them. 


P. 40: They conceive the cauſes of ſeparation muſt be Sos to be ſuch as 
ex natura rei will bear it ont. | 

And ſo Diſſenters think ſtill: And that there 1s a juſt and warran- 
table ground for thoſe diſtin&t Aﬀeimblics ſome of them are employ- 
edin,' where they hope ' they are doing' God-and his Church ſome 
ſervice, which they date not- decline; though they would be more 
glad, if it would pleaſe him to open a door for them, to be imploy- 
ed in the more publick Congregations, in hope that ſo they might be 
more ſerviceable. The cauſes of their preſent practice haye been 
thewn before, 


Ib: Anddidne;the Apoſtles bind the burden add ſome neceſſary things © 
thi Ourches, &Cc. 


'This 


, 
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-'PThis hath been takennoticeof before, which pleads nothing for 
mens impoſing things unneceſſary, which they fay are but indiffz- 
rent, and others think unlawful, As the Doctor hath told us for- 
merly,. the Apoſtles valued not indifferencies atall- Their Rules of 
Uniformity were about things neceſſary, And ſhould the Church 
now yalue twoor three Ceremonies, with other things not nece{lary, 
above many hundred preaching Miniſters, and thoſe many thou- 
{ands of Souls that have need of 'th:m, and might haye been get-- 
tins /good by them ? OL TT? 

P.41. That the Apoſtle by this Rule inthe Text, did ni intend to allow 
Brethren, who agree m all- ſubſranttals of Faith and Worſhip, to ſeparate 
from one another, m thoſe very ſubſt antials wherein they arree. ] 

Nor 614 the Apoſtle intend to atlow others to {et up ſuck Rules 
as would not fuffer ſound Teachers agreeing in all Subſtantials of 
Faith and ena to hold publick communion with their' Flocks, 
to whom they had been lawfully called, and ſuch as would bring 11 
many leſs likely to care for the Flocks. If they that agree in 21 
Subſtantials of Faith and Worthip, ſhould not ſeparate fron one a- 
nother, let us pray, that there may bz ſuch an accommodation, that. 
Conformilts and Non-conformiſts may freely joyn ofte with anc- 
ther, as thoſe that walk by the ſame Rule,and mind the ſame things 
inthe main, as thoſe that ſerve. one Lord and Maſter, and carry on 
the ſame deſign, that notwithſtanding ſome difference 1n lelicr 
matters, they may heartily accord, and concur in what may be for 
the promoting of true Religion, the Worſhip and Honour of God, 
and the ſalvation of mens fouls. And that they may love and h10- 
nour thoſe moſt, not- who are moſt zealous for their own*party, 
and exactly of their own opinion, but who are the beſt Chriſtians, 
- and moſt zealous for the common intereſt of Chriſtianity. 

P. 41. That there is 4 great deal of difference between Tyranny ever 
Mens Conſcience, and Rules of Uniformity: ETD 

Yet ſome Rules of Uniformity may be inſtruments of Tyranny, 
and Engines. of Cruelty. As for that pretty Similrolt ſtretchivg a 
low man to the ſame length with a taller, or cutting a tall mail ro 
the ſtature of one that is low, for Uniformity's fake; ſee tne Do-» 
tor making uſe of it,preface to Tren.p.10. Ib. That they do wot deſire T- 
niformity for the ſake of Tyranizy, 'but only for order, and order for e> 
difcation. } So the DoCtor muſt not plead for thoſe ( 1f there bo 
ay ſuch, .as God knows whether there are ) that are for Uniformi- 
ty, asa means of cutting oft,” caſting and keeping ont' mary confci- 


atious men, that they conclude cannot -be ſatisfied to conform, 
whole 
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whoſe excluſion they deſire, and are glad of, This looks like Uni. 
| formity for the ſakeof Tyranny. And if the preſent Uniformity 

and order be for edification, it world ſeem, that thoſe three Cere- 
monies, declared to be indifferent, with thoſe other things that 
have caſt and kept out ſo many hundred Miniſters almoſt theſe eigh- 
teen years, are more for peoples edification, than all their pains 
would have been. | 

What follows there, the Doctor hath ſpoken enough unto ( pre- 
fac. to Trenic.p. 10. ) pleading that men ſhould not be denyed the li- 
berty of their Conſciences in ſuch matters of praftice. And Cp. 
1 1. ) hehoped the ſame of the Church of England, that in confor- 
mity tothe primitive Church, ſo much would be allowed us. 

P. 42. From whence we ſee the Church of Englands indeavonr after 
Uniformity, is acquitted from Tyranny over the Conſeiences of men by the 
judament of the moſt learned of the Aſſembly of Divines. ] 

But hold alittle. The matter mult be ſtretched out upon Procru- 
ftes Bed, before both theſe meet. That Aſſembly was for Unifor- 
mity.,, therefore for the preſent Uniformity,which requires a great 
deal more, and quite other things, than they propoſed - this will 
by no meansfollow : unleſs the Church of Remes indeayouring af- 
ter Uniformity intheir way be acquitted by the Church of Enzlands 
indcavouring Uniformity. Now I am ſorry to ſee the Doctor rea- 
dy to impoſe upon us too. 

we” Amwillful error or miſtake of Conſcience doth by no means exciſe 

rom ſin. | 

{6 o th15 I readily aſſent : as the Doctor proves it well from 44.26. 
9. 1 verilythought with my ſelf, that I ought to do many things contrary 
ro the name of feſus of Nazareth, And John 16. 2, They ſhall pit 
you out of the Synagogues : yea, the time cometh, that whoſoever killeth 
you will think that he doth God ſervice. But as the Doctor fays, it 
was a horrible miſtake. And ſome may think it queſtionable, wic- 
ther God will take. it asa good piece of ſervice done to him, that 
which hath been done among us to ſo many of his Seryants. 

P. 44+ If the error be wholly involuntary, 1. e. if it be cauſed by it 
vincible ignorance, or after uſing the beſt means for due information of #5 
Conſcience, though the att may be a fault in it ſelf, yet it fhallnot he im- 
ruted to him as a ſin. | 

Now. here is the moſt comfortable word I can find in all the Scr- 
mon for many of his poor diſſenting Brethren. Here is wound10g 
ani hcaling from the ſame hand. a good Weapon-Salve. Aiter 
{ome hard words and cenfures, he ſpeaks a comfortable word here 

(0 
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to ſuch as after uſing the beſt means for due information of their 
Conſciences, that is, laying aſide prejudice, and paſſion, and inter- 
eſt, examining things fairly on both ſides by the Laws of God, the 
Rule of Conſcience, praying for divine direQion, &c. yet aſter all 
cannot be fatisfied, that the things impoſed are lawful for them to 
ſubmit unto, or that it is lawful for them wholly to lay aſide their 
Miniſtry thereupon ; though their not conforming,or their preach- 
ing ſtill (notwithſtanding they do not conform ) may be a fault 
in it ſelf (ſuppoſing them: in an error here ) yet it ſhall not be im- 
puted tothem as afin. Thongh men may condemn them for it, 
God will not. He cannot ſay [_ in this caſe) that ſuch are willful 
and damnable fins, And if God will pardon ſuch, methinks men 
ſhould, who have as great need of forgiveneſs themſelves. And 
as Con-nen ſays, He that over-cenſureth, may be more guilty than 
the error he cenſureth. To what the Doctor lays down there, and 
p. 45. I would ſubjoyn what follows, ( out of The Plea for Peare, p. 
235.) Some of us are able to ſay that we have with a willinznels 
to ſee the truth, ſtudied the caſe of the old Conformity above forty 
years, and the caſe of the new Conformity now above ſeyenteen 
years, and read almoſt all that hath been written for them, which 
we- thought might add to our information, and prayed earneſtly 
that God would not ſuffer us to-err, and the longer we ſtudy it, the 
more we are confirmed: In this caſe we ſuffer publick and private 
obloquy and. reproach : And in reaſon, its as eaſe to think, 
that they that hold their opizon on ſuch terms, are like to be as 
impartial in their ſtudies, as they whoſe way leadeth to prefer- 
ment, wealth and honour ; of which-we were capable of a part. 
———- And they that ſay, God will not condemn men for that which 
RY were not able to ayoid or help, ſhould” not do otherwiſe them- 
elyes. 
A 4.5. While we keep to one Rule, all people know what it is to be of our 
Conrch | 
But:why ſhould none be thought of th.e Church, but thoſe that in 
every thing conform to.ſuch a Rule? Shall thedefcCt of a Cere- 
mony diſmember the Church? A little before the Dottor, Tet 
udy the Unity and Peace of the Church. And would there be ever the 
leſs peace and unity in a Church, if adverſity were allowed as to prattices 
fappofet indifferent? yeay. there would b: ſo much more as there was 4a 
mutual forbearance- and condeſcenſton, as to ſuch things, ( Preface to I- 
renic.p.9,10.) P.45-1f men ſet x their own fancies above the Rule they 
arge it with imperfeition ; if they do not obey the Rule, they make _ 
(IVES S 
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ſelves. wiſer thanthoſe that madeit. ] Though men ſhould notſet-up 
-theix own fancies, 1 hope they may be allowed to ſetup the Holy 
Scriptures above;any..other Ryle, and; to try other Rules thereby, 
Church-Rules-; are: not infallible. The nine and-thirty Articles 
gran;.ſp much. ,,,We muſt not ſnppoſe men to be as wiſe as God, 

Whatſoevericorruptions. at any; times may be introduced, if any 
boggle at them, the-like may be:objected, that ſuch make them- 
ſelves wiſer thantheir Rulers. Muſt not” men be allowed a' private 
judgment of diferetion ? Would, the Doctor have them led by an 
implicit-Fairh to a blind obedience? Here it was worth the while 
viewing quer againz Jreric. p. 1183119. oo 
- P.g6.;i——Such the-wiſdom, and. order, and piety of .its Devotions, 
that none who aretrue Friends to any of theſe, can be Enemies to t.] 
Like that  ( Conferences; p. 109.) The beſt Church in Chriſtendom, 

Yet Iſuppoſe, not-ſo good asto need no reforming. 

 Thids —f obemſelves were in place, or thoſe they love and eſteem, 

then the Gevernnmeet-4 a' ood thine, if it be in ggod mens hands, This 
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da mens, jurlgmebts vary, astheir intereſts do. | 
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Does he think ſoof all? Might not ſome Non-conformiſts have 
£ot as 18 place in the Church, ;as he 1s in, and perhaps a ſtep 
higher,had they been ſatisfied toconform ? - But the Doctor's ad- 
vice there 1s good : Let 14 tave heed we do not give too much occaſion to 
exr Enemies to think. the worſe of our Church for our. ſakes. Such a Friend 
Lam to the Church, and to Epiſcopacy, I heartily wiſh, it may 
takewithall concerned: - And the better they are, the better it may 
be for-us all. - Some have queried, whethet a people: might do bet- 
ter under.good Laws and bad Judges, or under but indifterent Lays 
and zood Judges? They chat take onthem to guide and goycr! 
Souls, are under the greateſt obligations to begood. An emine!! 
Lawyer, 'when he was put to his choice, what courſe he would fol 
low, chdſe to apply himſelf tothe ſtudy of the Law, ſaying, 17 / 
ſhould be a bad Phyſician, I might deſtroy many mens Bodies; (houid 7 
be a bad Miniſters I might ruine mens Souls; but if I ſhould prove a v4: 
Lawyer, T ſhalloaly prejuzice men iatheir Eſtates, ©» 

P. 46. We find Uaiformity and Order condemned as Tyrannical, ti. 
mea cowe.it!to payer themſelves ———» ] Herewith compare that 1a 
the laſt Page of the Preface to Irenic; Nay, I dare not harvour jo low 
adprehenſions of perſons injaying ſo great dignity and honour in the Charch, 
that. they will in any wiſe be unwilling of themſelves to reduce the for 0] 


Clurch-Government among ils to its primitive ſtate and order, by retrencs. i, 


11g all exorbitances of power, SC. 


[bid. 
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Thid.:& 47. Thoſe who now plead for Toleration, did ance think it 
the Xoyher of Confuſion, the Nurſe of Athe:ſm, the inlet of Popery, the 
common. ſink of all Errors and Hereſies. | "F 

And men may. ſtill have ſuch thoughts of an unlimited Tolerati- 
on. And if the Dotor and ſome other of his Brethren were fo- 
berly asked, whether 1t were'not lawful for Rulers to Tolerate ſych 
in the Church, as his Diſlenting Brethren, and allow them to 
Preach publickly, that hold no more dangerous Errors, and carry 
| arm. they would ſcarcedeny it. 'I think the Door cannot, 
ſeeing W 


| at he ſayes ( Anſwersto ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 282. ) The 

Primitive and Apoſtolical Church ? That we have alwayes appealed to, 
andoffered to be tried by. And may not his Diſſenting Brethren Ap- 

peal to, and offer to befryed by the Primitive Apoſtalical Church, 

whether ever ſhe ſuſpended, and ejeCted Miniſters (agreeing with 

her in the Subſtantials of Faith and Worſhip) for ſuch things?. 
And yet one would think by the courſe that hath been taken with 

them theſe eighteen years, or very near, Rulers were otherwiſe 
perſv7aded, and have not been minded of it. Now to uſe ſome of 
the Do@ors own words. (Ser. P. 37, 33: ) Why is this kept up as 

ſuch a mighty Secret in their Breaſts? Why haye they not Preach- 

edit to Rulers? Isitfor fear? ,—But is it not plainly written, {f 
I yet pleaſe men 1 ſhall not be the $grvant of Chriſt ? Or ſhould wenot be 

uncharitable if we ſuppoſed that worthy men who upon all occaſions 

profeſs ſuch zeal for Peace and Unity in the Church, do yet prefer 
| ſome petty private Intereſt before ſuch a publick good ? lf there- 
, fore they would acquit themſelyes like honeſt and conſcientious 
! men, {et them tell Rulers plainly that they look on it as very law- . 
L ful to Tolerate ſuch, and allow them Liberty of Preaching pub- 
|- Wl lickly, ſuch as the Primitive and Apoſtolical Church would have 

allowed; and we may have ſome hope, that if Rulers are made 
ſvfficiently ſenſible, that ſuch a Thing is Lawfull, they may in time 
jdge it to be-a Duty, all things Gnſidered.- And this might do more 
towards the calling back of thoſk ſeparate meetings the Dottor is 
ſo offended at, then all that he hath faid here 1n his Sermon. It muſt 
be granted, All perſons and thing are not to he tolerated. Yet me- 
thinks, ſuch may be tolerated, whe indeed ought to be incoura- 

ped. 

P. 48.-———Cutting off all Rules of Order and Decency, 4s incroack» 

nents on the Inſtithtrons of Chriſt. ] 
Rules of Order and Decency are allowed. TI here is a gene- 


al Rulc-in Scripture for them. But there isno ſuch general War- 
; | L _ Tant 
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rautfar men-th appoitt Religious myſtical Rites and Cerentonies;in: 
thewguſhip. of. God.. \ That theſe 'feen to be epctoaclanents..: Gods; 
Worftip may be as orderly anfl azgdecertlyperformetiwithautthem;) 
therefure 'theyi pertain: not to Qrderand DedcencF.z- 'Amd If (Rules 
of Order :cannor-be binding, when contrary. to the: endifor: which: 
they are toibdapponted;: that 1s;,'Edification, much leſgare:Rites; 
and Ceremonies of menadevifing, -thathave leſs to be ſaid for them;: 
when theyreally abſtrudtthatend. 3 Adio of 
Pip; FheDodioti would have:us:diftinguiſhbetwden ahbreba: 
trf#ok theuſaapdiok therchoigeet thinks. Byt whether: Afﬀent,: 
wiwr Confentymaply adt.a IbtÞ niore: than: bard. apprabation! 
okghe Uſes 4:anyR1 Ih doubt: And befides,..1f this" Diſtin&ion 
were:to beadmiztgd at would not. relieve thoſe,; who are not (a+ 
iahcd of the lawfuli.uſ iof ſome - of thoſe: things, Bus -it 
{*& ns thisdiultinti gn would: nbt be admitted. (Cplcd:for: Prace. P. 
15903: 16088) {ompuralndt of:doubt; ; the Parliantenr-men long a-: 
£4 toidder Gugnc conndditimg 6 2019s ) that 1praftether: Bill the 
Hotool lords wditd ajtofid ;i thattile: Dechanatian inthe Act 
cl; baba thoyld' be underifgodjbufeas- ebipgupg:' men. Eto the: 
Uipot vt;1};amdthavitic: Hoſe of Edhmunsretnling,; at acanfes 
1\vceabourit, they gave in ſuck reaſohsegainitthatSenſeandpro- 
vsdxdithe Lords,:upon which they did:acquietce, ancheaſt it ont... 
«> $0unuiForbearing* dur”) another 1 dave; 6; And ſayes one, 
i£215-maynot takeplack: i ynthiings that! maybe Teft at 1i- 
bertyrwithout-apparent /yrepmudite to purity, Peace,cand.order, |] | 
cangot apprehtnd to what put poſe thariprecept, E/Eph. 4: 2. ] 35 
1n'o8r Pible.i: And yet. as the: Doftor. very ingeniouity obſerves 
(Jdremon pics.) | And'which. \ſetms ſtrange ;; the things men: can leaſt 
bear: with. owe another, in. ane: matters of liberty 5 aud: thoſe things me 
have divided moſt pon, bave-bget matters of uniformity rand wherein 
they havs differ al miſt,* baueboraettnded thineYof indifferency. 
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The. 01d -Non-conformifts when ſuſpended, though they forhare 
Preaching /in; their! own places,. yet -would not be idle; but were, 


glad of opportunitiesof Preaching elſewhere, aud rather than fail , 


Preached " private hoyles, notwithſtanding their ſuſpenſion ab 


officio 


Door Gauge ( who. is cited;p. 51..) 1 took to be a conformilſt.. 


Aphaly.taan, and Reyerend Diving hp was, whoſe memory is ſtill 


pregious. .'Butlet thequeſtion be, whether ordjuary Miniſters haye. 


not: watrapt"by/Gods word, to hold. on ang Preach ſtill, C as they 
have '0ppdrtunity:). though forbidden by. the Laws and, Govera- 
mentthbey ive nnder, it forbigden for:nocauſe, that will juſtly bear 


ſachs Cenſure and Sentence. Andytis poſſible we tnay find an Or- 


thodax Biſhop fpeaking ſomething to;1t;- (Biſhop Bilſon of Subject, 


£236," Princat have neright q rall gr 4onfirns Preachers, but to re- 
cebue ſuch as; be ſentiof -God aud gine: them Yherty for their Preaching 
aud ſeenrity far. theirs Per ſpas; and sf Privgcgmejufe fo tos; (gods Labou- 


_ #ers; uſt 0 forward with that which.is commanded thew from Heaven ;, 


aot ty difturbing Privces fron thetr Threnety Ox.) And: here confule 
Mr. Baxter { Chriſtians Direftory, P-;854+: ,yupan Queſt. 80.) A 
Moral Duty. (-as he ſayes) of ſtated neceſſity to the Church, and 
Mens Salvation is:netſubjected to the willof men for Order ſake, &c, 
.- That the Apoſtles continued to.Preach the Goſpel; though for- 
bidden by Rulers, is paſtrall doubt or queſtion. Bat thent js ſaid, 
Fhere-is 'a difference hetween the Apoſtles caſe, and the caſe of 
ordinary Miniſters. And indeeda great gradual difterence betwixt 


eberh mult be;granted, Thus the {Apoſtles being ſo extraordina» 


rity-:called,: and qualified for the. work, and there being a greater 
neceſſity for thegr. Preaching, and greater benelit to. the Chiffch by 
it; \had they left-off preaching, their ſin .had.been cloathed with 
fpecial aggravations, aboye what it had been. in ordinary. Miniſters, 


| Yet mazis & -minus nn Variant ſpecies. . Ordinary Mmifters may 


berſuppoſed under an obligation to Preach the word {fill (though 
men forbid them to Preach,-:ttiough not under-{uch. a fpecial oþli- 
pationas the Apoltles weren: Mans Projubition canugt :make vojd 
$ods command. .. If, God.chargeth them to attend toj their ;Minir 
try, men cannot diſcharge them. As the Doftor well nateth. 
CHER 42 5515 75.0197 327 53% 3 tt 3600, = 10 
When :two Laws are contrary the one to the other, the obligativu to the 
#:pber Law takes. ava) the ablipatian to the other. -1f "men, Cannor At 
heir wills-make hoſe tobe no Miniſters, whom God hath called to 
2the:Minjſtry, neither can they at: their Wills diſcharge them from 
OIHIRTY \ 
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thie work of the Miniſtry. And if ſtill God would'have alt men: 


to be ſaved, and to: come to the knowledge- of the truth, there 
would ſem to be a neceſſity of ſuch forbidden Miniſters preaching: 
ſill, when without it many are not likely to come tothe knowledg; 
of the truth, and way to ſalvation. Though there be not ſo higha> 
neceſlity of theirs, as: of the Apoſtles Preaching. Shall we ſay, 
that they may ſuffer poor Souls to periſh for whom Chriſt died; ra-- 
ther than relieve them- (when they beg-forſomerelicf) contraryto:; 
Law? There had-been a greater- wo to the Apoſtles, and tothe: 
world (it is trpe-) had the Apoſtles .ncgleQed, . and laid down: 
their work - yet: that willnot prove; there is no wo-to ordinary: 
Miniſters, no wo to others, if they: lay alide their work:, when: 
there is real need for them to be at work ſtil} Andwhat-if*the 
ſound and. orthodox ' had deſerted their work, when.the Arrians: 
wereſet up againſt them? ' 1- know many urge the example of So{c-- 
mon's depoſing Abiathar from the Prieſthood, 1 Kings 2. 26, 27. To- 
which ſome anſwer, That  Aviathar had no Tight, it belonged to ano- 
ther Line (Though that may be queſtioned: ſeer 1 Sams. 2.30.and 
DoCtor- Lightf. ) But thenit is further ſaid, Abiathar was:put out by 
two Princes that were inſpired by God, wbo might doit by extraor- 
dinary direction, ( 1 Gbron. 29. 22. 1 King. 2. 27.) And it is ob- 
ſerved further; when Abiathar was thruſt out, Zadok, ( not Hophns 
and Phinehas ) ſucceeded. But- that which 1s ſpecially to be noted, 
is; that Abzathar was not depoſed, but for:a criminal-matter; He 
was a man of death, worthy of death, as the Text ſays; ſo he de- 
{ervedthat and more. But it will not hence follow, that Miniſters 
may be degraded from their office far no crime. I. am thinking 
here of - what the Doctor ſays: ( power of Excom. p.430. 31.) Thatia | 
Aagiftrate catmot repeal a juſt cenſure in the Church as. to its ſpiritual ef - 
fefts;, - but be may ſuſpend the temporal. effelt of it, . in which coſe it 35 the 
duty of Paſtors ( Ni: 8. ) to diſcharge their offices and acquieſce.,  — * 
Now joyn-iſſue-with-him here. The- Magiſtrate cannot repeal: | 
ajuſt cenſnre'of the Paſtors in the Church;. and yet hath a greater 
powereven to null the Paſtors Office, to make them-no Paſtors.. Is 
not-'this a little ſtrange ? It Is the duty of Paſtors to diſcharge 


- their-Office if: paſſing juſt-cenſares, though-againſt the- command 


of the Magiſtrate ; yet not to preach the Goſpel, 'or to Jook upon 
themſelves as Miniſters of: the Word; againit his command. - 
Though: a- little after-he-tells us,, the Magiſtrates power in the 
Ghurch is Cumwlative, not privative. . That is, it is not to-take 
from the. Church and Miniſters thereof, .the power and privileger | 

| | CER grantee : 


CHEE: WT: 
granted by, Chriſt; but to put. them in a better capacity of exer-- 
cling? afd enjoying the ſame then they were in ale it And 


though we read of Biſhops depoſed, and Presbyters degraded by 


ih p5, and many Canons concerning the ſame; yet. ſuch degra- 
ding by the Churches power, if not:according to Chriſt's Laws, 
(as the ancient Conſtitutions appointed, if a Biſhop or Presbyter 
(unjuſtly) ſeparated from his Wife, and in caſe of Fornication, 
Adultery, Perjury, &'c. then ſuch a courſe to be taken with them, 
otherwiſe) it is a thing to be queſtioned. For it may be ſuppoſed, 
I would fay, certainly concluded, that Chriſt hath givea no ſuch 
wer to the Church, or any. Officers init, asto deprive himſelf of 
.or his own Laws of a binding. force againſt theirs. As the 
Doctor hath a like expreſſion of the power God gives to Magi. 
ſtrates., ( Trenic. p. 69.) 'And 'that good man, who ſeveral years - 
ſince ſo zealouſly pleaded this ſame cauſe the Doctor proſecutes in 
his Sermon, yet had preached, that as many.had heretofore been 
called.to bear witneſs to Chriſt's Prophetical Office, and to his Prieſt- 
ly. Qffice;. ſo the Kingly Office of Chriſt calleth for the teſtimony 
of the Saints ( fayshe) that the Government is on his Shoulders 
adminiſtred by his own Officers and Ordinances; and this muſt be 
atteſted in the greateſt tribulation, ſaddeſt ſufferings in Fire and 
Blood that can befal us. (See- Ar. Cr. Caſe conſidered, p. 21.) If 
now.others ſhall arbitrarily turn out Chriſt's Officers, without any 
order or warrant. from him, will not this look like an encroach- 
ment on the Kngly Office and Authority of Chriſt ? And what ſhould 
his Miniſters do in.ſuch a caſe, but1n as prudent and peaceable man- 
ner as they can, goon in diſcharging their Office under Chriſt, and 
patiently ſubmit ro what may be the pleaſure of Rulers to inflict for 
their ſo doing? And otherwiſe it would be fad with the Church 
ſometimes. If:Rulers have power to make Laws, nullifying the 
Office of a thouſand Miniſters, . whereupon they- muſt all ceaſe from.” 
the work of the Miniſtry, then if they pleaſe, they may make o- 
ther Laws totake off as many more; . and thuz.it ſhould be in their 
power to deprive the Church of all het Teachers, or ſhe ſhould have 
none but ſuch as were the ſervants of . men, .and would do juſt what: 
Rulers atany timepleaſe to command. 
P. 52. Let mebeſeech them to conſider 
"us all by means of our Diviſions. MIT TT A Ad IM IPEINE 
Here 1 ſay (as Second Diſcourſe of the Relig, of - Engl.p 43.)could the 
Proteſtant Conformiſts, or Noa-conformilts, either of them upon . 
their owaſingle account, if. one ſhould exterminate, or utterly diſ- 


I 


the common danger that shreat- 


able - 
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able tit other,: be fo well ſecured againfÞPopery, 'as now they are 
by their commonintereſt ?. -—How.mnch;mort in a ſkﬆte of Union; 
- might theiv ſtrength :increaſe againſt cheir.commonaAdvyeriarics? 
But further Iwiſhitwas ferioutly. conſidered; whether they ate:moft 
to be charged, ascanſing onr:diviſions, whowonld ghdly rw tite,but 
cannot upon the terms impbſed withort fin; or they that wyll riot 
abate'them To'much, where the impoſition may be finful, but ates 
laxation without: doubt:is lawful ? They that will not abate ſock 
terms for. union with Diſſeriters, dotthey not'/in effe&tellthe worls; 
that they have 11o Uelireof an union with thetn 77 7 VE £8 
 P. 53+ Not ro- geve ehcourapement to raſh intemperiate 26m, 'is £664 
advice. And bave not fuch-as' | Curſe ye Iderox |] need of ittos! 
I wiſh we had all agteater z&@l for peace & unity ;yeaagreater zeal 
fortrue piety, & the:-power of Religion, which would &o tnore to-ce- 
ment us,than Uniformity inall out: Rites and Ceremonies. © 
; 'Þ. 54 : Not to- be * always Complaining of "Hardſtnps and ' Per- 
ſecutions; is auother advice the:DoCtor gives us. | Kfd if I'knewa: 
ny of: ny Brethren, that had nized of it; Iwould cottmend to them 
that late Piece of a Noi eonformiſt ; My. Hieron's Spiritual 'Rejdy: 


"_ 


cing. Thoughthere be fortie bitter Ingtedients in the Cup of doe 


Afiiction ( as the PſalmHERId, 46-wayg not an Enemy thatteproact- 
ed me, - then I would havehotrtt4ty' bit) that Proteſtatits 
(ud ll thus on Povetane,*on fi ate whe wi the ta af 
Doints that: are neceſſity go Chriſti Unity f fee"f;21if;p. 63. J' this 
jn a little ſad. TR6Dk Jomett MihLofets havelleave oF Br 
tellthilrLoſkes; yet ſome the DoRor ſeems to point at nfder this 
advice arc moved*to ſpeak'(Fam pexſwaded) more from atenſs of 
others ſin, than theirownftrings. © And they whomTn gftcots 
verſe with, . would make light of paſt ſalefittss, a! 4 pltpare fol 
greater trials. "And whatafe we Vetter tha oht Fathers? 3 - 
"As for thoſethe Dottor peaks 'df;* Wher/ns the ſeverity of Laus 
hath becht 4emperell with ſo much gehitentſs in: the Vet fl Pbemthat 6: 
"thers have as much complained of ittdulocact\ ts they of per ſeciation.* Where 
:the Doctor ſeems not very much grieve or concerned for the a 


a 


Here 
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are Keen'words, but: (Thope ) few of his duſſentin re= 
Moor themſelve + roikched. with them. '. , .. S 2 ? 
"2P.56. The true contr ovenſie is dot about the Reaſonableneſs of Unj+ 
formity ur obo! lltave the: trawer' of Preſcribing the Rules of it."| 
6 ARA Ger berwine him and his diſſenting Brethren. 1s; 
Whether menhave power of: rnaking' Rules, that will caſt out.of the 
Miniſtry, andcaſt out of Chriſtian Communiorſuch as are tobead- 
mitted dh4 thkewin' by the Rule of the Word? . "And whether that 
Unifotmity be hot the'cauſe of diviſion; -and: indeed oppoſite 19 
true Chyrch-Unity, which caſts out any, which ought to be receiv+ 
54 & MES or Members of the Church, oY to Scri Pture- 
[ei WELL BIG BE 
e'P: 56. Fr irband'to Wo and if ven onal Communion be Huy A 
conſt anfcen irhrion” (Pont not be aduty 
Enovegh hath been ſaid before (. "hope ) to deat this, " And if a 
London-Merchant juEgeth: ottalional communion with a Dutch 
Church lawful, will it follow, that then gan communion with 


lol LY 

; ne 4 duey?; the may tip, it toſs of the Doctor's way, | 
inſtead of pleading for: ths retovingiof diyiditg-terms,«(. which 
would prepare for a cloſe union indeed) Iadeaverr to darken and. 
confound things, and caſt miſts before mens eyes, that they who mioht ao 
moſt towards the healing of- our breaches, canuot ſee their way clear before 
them ;, all underſt anding men will conclude, they prefer ſome little inter of 

of Toe own proins the honokr of- Griſt, and: he peace = bis Church. 


and for the other to orantl L241 15 

P. 59. So that upon the ace matter, if we would conſult the hononr of 
God and Religion, the peace and tranquillity of the Church we live in, — 
we ought to follow the Apoſtles advice, in walking by the ſame Rule, and ' 
in minding the ſame things. ] _ 

But ſure it is, the Apoitle looks higher, and aimsat greater mat- - 
 tersthere; than untforwity 1 inRites and Ceremoniesdeviſed by men. 
6 As Irenic. p. 66. ). We ſee the primitive Chriſtians didnot make ſo much | 
of any Unformity i in Rites and' Ceremonies, nay, T1 ſcarce think any - 


Churches in'the primitive: times ean .be produced that did exactly in alt 
things * 
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# bins obſerve the ſame: Cuſtoms, And ſouponadue-confideration of 
tans matter, we may conclude, the honour of God andRe- 
ligiori may be as muth promoted, .the peace and tranquillity of the 
Church as well. provided for, the great deſigusef our Enemics as 
ſurely prevented, andthe true-Proteſtant Religion as much ſecured 
and eſtabliſhed, without requiring uniformity in ſuch things, or 
preſling,men ſo much untothe ſame. "i 
| Tconcludenow with'the Doctor's earneſt deſire, with which he 
nn his-{renicuns:' (A Collet yery ſuitable and proper for theſe 
tirnes bebess +7 FG DET] Techs OE DI 
 ThattheWiſe and Gracious God would ſend us one heart, andone way, 
that he wonld be the Compoſer of onr Differences, and the Repairer of op 
reaches ;, indy ay ſtrange Diviſions, andl{ unchrtvun Animoſitier, 
( while we pretend to ſerve the Prince of Peace ) we may at laſt ſee 


* THE END. 


Glory to God on high, on eatth peace, good 
will towards men : Luk. 24 14. 
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